Vol. 43—No. 188 
9-27-78 


BOOK 1: 


BOOK 1 OF 2 BOOKS 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 


PAGES 
43703-44100 
BOOK 2: 
PAGES 
44101-44464 





i 
i 


highlights 


HOW TO USE THE FEDERAL REGISTER 


lh 


i 





TAMPA, FLORIDA, WORKSHOPS 
October 23, 1978 


wt 
: im 
tT 


See inside cover for details. 


I 





hl” 





SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 














SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL GRANTS FOR 
MIGRATORY CHILDREN 


HEW/OE announces availability of draft final regulations 43719 
NATIONAL HEALTH SERVICE CORPS 
SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 

HEW/PHS issues interim final award regulations; comments 

by 11-27-78 
LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAMS 


Justice/INS proposes to establish procedures for informing 
aliens of availability; comments by'11-27-78 


UNIFORMED SERVICES CIVILIAN HEALTH 
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AND MEDICAL PROGRAM 


DOD terminates certain claims for orthodontic treatment 


FEDERAL PROCUREMENT 

OMB invites public comment by 11-15-78 on cost comparison 
handbook on acquiring commercial and industrial products 
(Part Il of this issue) 
DIRECT INVESTMENT SURVEYS 


Commerce/Bureau of Economic Analysis proposes to amend 
its rules pertaining to trusts and reporting of direct investment; 
10-27-78 
TREASURY NOTES OF SERIES T-1980 


Treasury announces interest rate 


RESALES OF SECURITIES 

SEC amends and proposes regulations relaxing certain vol- 
ume limitations and brokerage transactions requirements (2 
documents); effective 9-25-78; comments by 11-20-78 











MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT 
WORKS 


EPA issues final regulations governing Construction Grants 
Program (Part Ill of this issue) 44022 





CONTINUED INSIDE 














TAMPA, FLORIDA, WORKSHOP 
HOW TO USE THE FEDERAL REGISTER 


FOR: Any person who must use the Federal Register 4. Important elements of a typical Federal 
and Code of Federal Regulations. Register document. 


WHO: The Office of the Federal Register in coopera- 5. An introduction to the finding aids of the 
tion with the University of South Florida Li- FR/CFR system. 
brary and Department of Library, Media, and WHEN: October 23, 1978, at 2:00 p.m. 
information Studies, the University of Tampa WHERE: University of South Florida Tampa Campus, 
Library, Hillsborough Community College Li- 4202 Fowler Avenue, College of Education 
brary and the Tampa Public Library. Building, Room 302. : 
. ‘ WHY: To provide the public with access to informa- 
WHAT: Free public workshop (approximatel)) 24 sion necessary to research Federal agency reg- 
hours) to present: ulations which directly affect them, as part of 
1. Brief history of the Federal Register the General Services Administration's efforts to 
system. encourage public participation in Government 
2. Difference between legislatior, and actions. There will be no discussion of specific 
regulations. agency regulations. 


3. Relationship of Federal Register cind the RESERVATIONS: Call 813-974-2100, Ext. 301 or 
Code of Federal Regulations. ; 813-974-2557. 




















Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C., 

3 e Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
he its of is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


Phone 523-5240 


The FEepERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency. 


The FEDERAL REGISTER will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable 


in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 


Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. 
D.C. 20402. 





There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries may be 


made by dialing 202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: 
Subscription orders (GPO) 
Subscription problems (GPO) 

“Dial - a - Reg” (recorded sum- 
mary of highlighted documents 
appearing in next day’s issue). 

Washington, D.C. ............:s+ 
Chicago, Ill 
Los Angeles, Calif 

Scheduling of documents for 
publication. 

Photo copies of documents appear- 
ing in the Federal Register. 


202-783-3238 
202-275-3050 


202-523-5022 
312-663-0884 
213-688-6694 
202-523-3187 


523-5240 


Corrections 
Public Inspection Desk 
Finding Aids 

Public Briefings: “How To Use the 
Federal Register.” 

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 





Finding Aids 


523-5237 
523-5215 
523-5227 
523-5235 


523-3419 
523-3517 
523-5227 





PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS: 
Executive Orders and Proclama- 
tions. 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential 
Documents. 


PUBLIC LAWS: 
Public Law dates and numbers 


Slip Laws 


U.S. Statutes at Large 


U.S. Government Manual 
Automation 


Special Projects 


523-5233 


523-5235 


523-5235 
523-5235 


523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 


523-5230 
523-3408 
523-4534 





HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


MAN-MADE FIBER TEXTILE PRODUCTS 

CITA increases import restraint levels for certain products from 
the Republic of China; effective 9-21-78 
NATIONAL DEFENSE HIGHWAYS 


DOT/FHWA prescribes policies and procedures governing 
evaluation of access-road needs and administration of related 
projects funded by DOD; effective 10-2-78 


OIL PIPELINE REGULATIONS 








DOE/FERC announces public hearings on 10-16 and 


10-17-78; requests to participate by 10-2-78 


TELESCOPE EYEPIECE SOLAR FILTERS 
CPSC publishes denial of banning petition 


ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING MATERIALS 

CPSC amends standard clarifying definitions and description 
of test apparatus and test procedures; 10-27-78 
PRIVACY ACT 

HEW systems of records; annual publication (Part IV of this 
issue) 
MEETINGS— 


Administrative Conference of the U.S.: Grants, Benefits and 
Contracts Committee, 10-25-78 
Commerce/Census: Agriculture Statistics Census Advisory 
Committee, 10-19-78 














3759 


MA: Mobilization Ship Development Conference, 11-6-78 43757 
DOD/AF: Logistics Cross-Matrix Panel Scientific Advisory 


Board, 10-31 and 11-1-78 


43760 





Sec’y: Electron Devices Advisory Group, 10-12, 10-17 
through 10-19, 10-23 and 10-24, 11-13 and 11-14, 


and 12-6 and 12-7-78 (7 documents) 


43761-43763 


EPA: Environmental Health Advisory Committee, 10-23 


through 10-25-78 


43765 





GSA: Architectural and Engineering Services Regional Pub- 


lic Advisory Panel, 10-12-78 . 


43768 





HEW/NIH: Executive Committee of the National Diabetes 


Advisory Board, 10-12-78 


. 43768 





OE: Community Education Advisory Council, 10-12 and 


10-13-78 


43768 





National Advisory Council on Vocational Education, 


10-19 and 10-20-78 


43769 





State: International Intellectual Property Advisory Commit- 


tee, 10-30-78 


, 43790 





AID: Research Advisory Committee, 10-31 and 11-1-78. 43789 
Treasury/ATF: Advisory Committee on Explosives Tagging 


and its Technical Subcommittee, 11-2-78 


SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE 
Part Il, OMB/FPPO 





Part Ill, EPA 





Part iV, HEW/Sec’y 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
UNITED STATES 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Grants, Benefits and Con- 
tracts Committee 


AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 


Notices 
Authority delegations: 

Fiji Regional Development 
Officer; contracting func- 
tions 

Meetings: 

Research Advisory Commit- 

tee 43789 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 
Olives grown in Calif 
Oranges and grapefruit grown 

in Tex 
Tokay grapes grown in Calif 
Proposed Rules 


Oranges and grapefruit grown 
in Tex 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 


See Agricultural Marketing 
Service; Soil Conservation 
Service. 


AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 


Meetings: 
Scientific Advisory Board 43760 


ALCOHOL, TOBACCO AND FIREARMS 
BUREAU 
Notices 
Firearms, granting of relief 
Meetings: 
Explosives Tagging Advisory 
Committee 


CENSUS BUREAU 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Agricultural Statistics Census 
Advisory Committee 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 
American Airlines, Inc 
Piedmont Aviation, Inc 
Texas International Airlines, 
Inc 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 


See Census Bureau; Economic 
Analysis Bureau; Industry 
and Trade Administration; 
Maritime Administration; Na- 
tional Technical Information 
Service. 


43789 








43703 
43703 





43721 





43790 





43790 





contents 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 


Rules 
Architectural glazing materials; 


safety standards; test appara- 
tus and procedures 


Notices 


Eyepiece solar filters; safety 
standards; petition denied 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
See also Air Force Department. 


Notices 


Civilian Health and Medical 
Program of Uniformed Serv- 
ices (CHAMPUS); termination 
of cost-sharing for orthodon- 
tic treatment 

Meetings: 
Electron Devices Advisory 

Group (7 documents) 43761-43763 


ECONOMIC ANALYSIS BUREAU 
Proposed Rules 


Direct investment 
treatment of trusts 


EDUCATION OFFICE 
Rules 


Migratory children, special edu- 
cational needs; grants to State 
educational agencies; draft 
availability 

Notices 

Applications and proposals, clos- 

ing dates: 
Direct, discretionary grant 
programs, correction 

Meetings: 

Community Education Advi- 
sory Council 

Vocational Education Nation- 
al Advisory Council 


ENERGY DEPARTMENT 


See Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission; Hearings and Ap- 
peals Office, Energy Depart- 
ment. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Rules 

Grants, State and local assist- 
ance: 


Treatment works construc- 
tion .. 
Proposed Rules 
Air quality implementation 
plans; approval and promul- 
gation; various States, etc.: 
California 
Ohio 
Air quality implementation 
plans; enforcement by State 
and Federal governments 
after statutory deadlines: 
Kentucky 


43761 





surveys; 

















43738 





Nebraska 
Ohio 

Air quality implementation 
plans; enforcement by State 
and Federal governments 
after statutory deadlines; pro- 
posal withdrawn 

Water quality standards; State 

programs: 

Alabama 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Science Advisory Board 
Pesticide applicator certifica- 

tion and interim certifica- 
tion; State plans: 

Minnesota 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 
Television broadcast stations: 
Subscription television serv- 
ice; withdrawn 
Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 
Moulton Broadcasting Co. 
Inc., et al 
Navajo Communications Co. 
Inc., et al 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 

COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 
Pipeline companies: 

Valuation; hearing 
Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 

Southland Royalty Co 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Engineering and traffic oper- 

ations: 

National defense highways 43712 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 
Notices 
Applications, etc.: 

NLT Corporation et al; exten- 

sion of time 
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Notices 
Agreement filed; correction 43767 


FEDERAL PROCUREMENT POLICY OFFICE 

Notices 

Cost Comparison Handbook; 
proposed policy 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Notices 


Mergers and acquisitions: 
Corporate premerger notifica- 
tion program; ICI Americas, 
Inc 




















43767 





43970 





43767 





FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 





FISCAL SERVICE 


Notices 
Surety companies acceptable on 
Federal bonds: 
Allied Surety Co.; correction .. 43792 


FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 
Hunting: 
Mingo National Wildlife Ref- 
uge, Mo 43720 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Architectural and Engineer- 
ing Services Regional Public 
Advisory Panel 

Property management regula- 
tions, temporary: 

Authority delegations to De- 
fense Department Secre- 
tary 43768 


HEALTH, en. AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Education Office; Na- 
tional Institutes of Health; 
Public Heaith Service. 

Notices 

Privacy Act; systems of records; 
annual publication 


HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE, 
ENERGY DEPARTMENT 








Notices 
Applications for exception: 


Decisions and orders 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 


Proposed Rules 
Immigration regulations: 
Legal services programs; free 
availability 43721 


INDUSTRY AND TRADE ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 


Scientific articles; 
entry: 
Agriculture Department 
Brookhaven Nationai Labora- 
tory, Medical Dept 
Charles S. Wilson Memoriai 
Hospital seeesee 43750 
Frederick Cancer Research 
Center 
National Cancer Institute 
National Radio Astronomy 
Observatory 
University of California (2 
43752, 43753 
University of Chicago 43754 
University of North Carolina. 43754 
Veterans Administration Hos- 
pital, et al 
Virginia Institute of Marine 
Science 





duty free 





43751 





43752 








43755 
43755 





CONTENTS 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 


See also Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice; Land Management Bu- 
reau; National Park Service; 
Reclamation Bureau; Surface 
Mining Reclamation and En- 
forcement Office. 


Rules 
Procurement; minority busi- 
ness; correction 


INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICATION 
AGENCY 





‘Rules 


Agency nomenclature change ... 43712 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Rules 


Railroad car service orders: 
Freight cars, repair and retire- 
ment; order to show cause; 
extension of time 
Railroad car service orders; var- 
ious companies: 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
and Pacific Railroad Co 


Proposed Rules 
Railroad car service orders: 
Automatic car identification 
systems; petition requested. 43744 
Notices 
Hearing assignments 
Motor carriers: 
Irregular route property carri- 
ers; gateway elimination 
Permanent authority applica- 
tions; correction 43792 
Temporary authority applica 
tions (2 documents) ... 43805, 43808 
Railroad services abandonment: 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co. (2 documents) 


43794 


43811 
JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 


See Immigration and Natural- 
ization Service. 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Rules 


Public land orders: 
California 


Notices 


Applications, etc.: 
New Mexico (6 documents) 43769- 
43770 
Wyoming (4 documents) 
43773 
Motor vehicles, off-road, etc.; 
area closures: 
Idaho 
Wilderness policy and review 
procedure: 
Inventory Handbook; avail- 
ability 


43772 





43772 





Withdrawal and reservation of 
lands, proposed, etc.: ‘ 
Nevada 
New Mexico; correction 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 
See also Federal Procurement 
Policy Office. 
Notices 
Clearance of reports; list of re 
quests (2 documents) 43775, 43776 
MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Applications, etc.: 
Great Lakes-Atlantic Steam- 
ship Co 
Ship Development Mobiliza- 
_ tion Conference 
NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Diabetes National Advisory 
Board 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices 
Land acquisition policy; public 
hearings; extension of time 43773 
NATIONAL TECHNICAL INFORMATION 
SERVICE 
Notices 
Inventions, Government-owned; 
availability for licensing (3 
documents) 43758, 43759 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 


Environmental protection; li- 
censing and regulatory poli- 
cy and procedures: 

Uranium fuel cycle, environ- 
mental survey; correction .... 

Notices 

Applications, eitc.: 

Commonwealth Edison Co 
Consumers Power Co 
Tennessee Valley Authority ... 

Environmental agreements for 
cooperation with listed 
States: 

Washington 


PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

Rules 

National Health Service Corps 
scholarship program 

RECLAMATION BUREAU 

Notices 


Environmental 
availability, etc.: 
North Loup Division, Nebr 


43771 








43757 


43757 





43724 





statements; 


43773 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Rules 


Financial statements: 

Bank holding companies and 
banks; form and content; 
correction 

Securities Act: 

Resale of securities 

Proposed Rules 
Securities Act: 

Registration statements on 
Form S-8, effective date of 
amendments; withdrawn 

Resale of securities 

Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 

A Corporate Trust, Series 1, et 
al 

Baxter/Travenol Internation- 
al Capital Corp 

Carolina Telephone & Tele- 
graph Co 

IDS Progressive Fund, Inc., et 
al 

Insured 
Trust 





43708 











Municipals-Income 





CONTENTS 
McNeil Money Market Fund, 


Inc 
Pilgrim Fund Inc. et al 
Self-regulatory organizations; 
proposed rule changes: 
Chicago Board Options Ex- 
change, Inc. (2 documents) . 
National Association of Secu- 
rities Dealers, Inc 


SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Notices 

Environmental statements on 
watershed projects; avail- 
ability, etc.: 

Laurel River Park Water- 
Based Recreation RC&D 
Measure, Del 

Mystic Seaport Critical Area 
Treatment RC&D Measure, 
Conn 


STATE DEPARTMENT 
See also Agency for Internation- 
al Development. : 
Notices 
International Atlantic Tuna 
conservation convention; 


fishing mortality limitations 
determinations 











43789 


Meetings: 
International Intellectual 
Property Advisory Commit- 
tee 43790 


SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 
ENFORCEMENT OFFICE 

Notices 

Black Butte Coal Co.; availabil- 
ity of mining plan 

TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION 
COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Man-made textiles: 
China, Republic of 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 


See Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


See also Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms Bureau; Fiscal Serv- 
ice. 

Notices 

Notes, Treasury: 

T-1980 series 
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list of cfr parts affected in this issue 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s issue. A 
cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documents 
published since the revision date of each title. 














3 CFR 

EXECUTIVE ORDERS: w- 43704 
6009 (Revoked in part by 

PLO 5647) 


43708 
7 CFR , 43709 























PROPOSED RULES: 
230 (2 documents) 43725, 43726 PUBLIC LAND ORDERS: 
PROPOSED RULEs: 18 CFR 5647 


906 PRoposED RULES: 45 CFR 


8 CFR Ch. I 116d 
PROPOSED RULES: 22 CFR 47 CFR 


235 
Ch. V PROPOSED RULES: 
23 CFR 73 


49 CFR 
1033 (2 documents) 


PROPOSED RULES: 
PROPOSED RULES: 1033 
52 (2 documents) 50 CFR 
PRO?OSED RULES: 65 (4 documents) 43736, 43738 ' 
806 120 43741 32 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING SEPTEMBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code 
of Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during 


September. 





EXECUTIVE ORDERS: 
6009 (Revoked in part by PLO 
5647) ... 
10536 (Revoked by EO 12079)... 
10616 (Revoked by EO 12082).... 
11030 (Amended by EO 12080).. 
11151 Revoked by EO 12082) 
11437 (Revoked by EO 12082).... 
11554 (Revoked by EO 12082)... 
11846 (See Proc. 4600) 
12024 (See EO 12078) 





42233 
42727 
42235 
42727 
42727 
42727 
43285 
39741 
39741 
42233 
42235 
42237 
42727 

















MEMORANDUMS: 
September 8, 1978 


PROCLAMATIONS: 


40449 


39561 
39739 
40197 
40451 
41013 
41941 
42725 
43011 
43283 
43285 
43429 



































REORGANIZATION PLANS: 
No. 3 of 1978 


4CFR 
416 
5 CFR 
213 


41943 





42239 





39069, 
39070, 39951-39953, 40453, 41947, 
43431 





930 
PROPOSED RULES: 


43013 





900 43465 





43431 
39953, 41371 
39070 
39070, 41947 
43273 
41947, 43273 
43274 
43274 
43279 
39074, 39075 
40528 
39953 
41371 
43443 












































7 CFR—Continued 


725 
905 
906 
908 
910 


911 
915 
926 


43444 
- 43013 
43703 
39743, 42247 














, 39080, 
39819, 39954, 41372, 41949, 43015, 





39319 
. 39321 
43703 
39323 














specateetnie . 39323 
39743, 43704 








. 43013 





40199 








39744, 39745, 41990 
40801 
39325 
39326 
39328 












































39110, 40530 
40872 
. 39117 
43721 
40027 
40027 
40028 
. 39393 
40028 
40030 
39118 
40036, 41215 
41215 
41047-41049 
41215 
43027 

















948 ... 
965 
981 .... 
1079 . 
1126 
1427. 
1701 
1822... 
1940 . 
1944. 
2852. 



































8 CFR 


108 
236 


40879 
40801 








PROPOSED RULES: 


108 ... 
235 
226. 
242... 
287 
292a. 


40879 
43721 
43721 
43721 
43721 
43721 




















9 CFR 


41103 
39080 
39956, 43017 
41185 
43444 
39340 

















355. 
PROPOSED RULES: 





42200 
42200 
40037 
43027 
39394 
39119, 39394 
39394 























43289 
39747 
41373 
41187 
39080, 40200 
40682, 42984 























..- 39801, 43724 
41224 
- 40233, 41224 
40233, 41224 
40192 
40530 




















43289 
39341 
41015 
43446 
40210, 41015, 43018 
43448 
43448 
43448 
43448 
43448 
43449 











220 
226 
523 
526 
545 
561 
563 
564 


PROPOSED RULES: 


7 41406, 43310 
226 41993 


13 CFR 


107 
108 
Ch. IV 


PROPOSED RULES: 


123 
130 
309 


1: CFR 
39 



































39563 
43019 
40803 








42016 
39394 
41408 











39346- 
39348 39748, 39750, 41016, 
41374-41376, 42730-42732, 43292, 
43293 





39439 
39750-39753, 40211-40213, 41017, 
41018, 41381-41383, 42734, 43293, 
43294 





73 40214, 40215,42734 
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14 CFR—Continued 


39753-39755, 43294 
43463 
41019, 42734 
43463 
43463 
43463 
42736 
39536 
40454 
41187 
39536, 41021 
40803 
39522 









































PROPOSED RULES: 





41410 

40233, 42766, 43312 

39803, 

40237, 41051, 41408, 41409, 
42766 

73 39803, 39804 

223 39805 

. 250 39806 

39587 


298 
380 39807, 40880 


15 CFR 


46 43020 
370 43449 
379 43449 
385 43449 
386 43450 
399. 42741, 43450 


PROPOSED RULES: 


500 
806 


16 CFR 






































41230 
43724 











39083 
39350, 40454 
42741 
43022 
43704 
39564 














1209 
PROPOSED RULES: 





39120, 
40536, 40537, 40882, 41233, 
42017, 43313 

41410 


43028 
41051 
39564 





305 
306 
451 
1209 














1 39956 
8 41950 
111 41192 
140 43451 
210 40688, 41022, 43708 
211 40730 
230 41193, 41383, 43709 
239 39554 
249 39554 
270 39553 
274 39553 


PROPOSED RULES: 



































43034 
40724, 40726 
40720 
41235, 43725, 43726 
41052 
43035 
43035 
43035 
39396 


























FEDERAL REGISTER 


1 





3 


39982, 





4 





16 





131 





PROPOSED RULES: 
Ch. ft 





1 


39122, 





19 CFR 
10 





11 





12 





19 





22 





141 





143 





144 





145 





153 





159 





161 





PROPOSED RULES: 
6 





177 





20 CFR 
416 





801 





802 





901 





PROPOSED RULES: 
404 


39266, 





416 








620 
653 





21 CFR 
105 





136 





430 





431 


41194, 





436 





449 





510 





514 





520 





522 





524 





556 





558 





561 





1308 


39086, 39350, 
40456, 41385, 





PROPOSED RULES: 
50 





52 





54 





56 





57 





58 





73 





102 





105 


42118, 





131 





133 
145 


42118, 42126, 





182 





186 





310 





314 





41965 
40217 
40217 
40217 
40217 


43728 
40037 


43453 
43454 
43454 
43454 
43455 
43455 
43455 
43455 
43455 
40804 
43455 
43456 


40238 
41236 


39564 
41990 
41990 
39756 


42017 
41054 
39124 
39124 


43248 
43456 
41194 
41195 
43457 
43457 
39086 
41195 
39085 
40455 
40455 
41965 
41965 
41386 
43295 


43468 
43468 
43468 
43468 
43468 
43468 
42017 
43035 
43261 
42118 
42127 
39126 
43036 
43036 
39126 
39126 


21 CFR—Continued 
PROPOSED RULES—Continued 


314 
337 
347 
436 
446 
469 
546 
680 
808 
1020 
1308 


22 CFR 


Ch. V 43712 
64 42247 
516 


23 CFR 


17 41387 
190 42742 
660 43712 


PROPOSED RULES:’ 
625 


24 CFR 


39126 
39544 
42018 
40038, 43468 
43468 
40038 
43036, 43472 
43472 
43037 
. 43473 
40884 





















































40539 





43023 
39570 
41198 
40402 
41028, 
41030, 41966, 42743, 42747 
41967 
39572 


























39360, 39573-39582, 39761-39771, 
39983-39987, 41204 
39771-39774 





PROPOSED RULES: 
58 
201 
255 
570 
1917 

















39141, 41237, 
42261-42281, 43037-43048, 
43317-43327, 43475 


3500 39701, 40539 


25 CFR 


11 40804 
41 41388 
43k 40457 
54 39361 
178 40458 
258 39086 


PROPOSED RULES: 


43 43327 
251 


26 CFR 


1 40219, 40459, 41204 
48 41388 
301 40219, 40459 


PROPOSED RULES: 






































39142, 
39822, 41237, 43048, 43329 
20 43330 
31 39142, 39149 
301 39142 














FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 ix 





28 CFR 
0 


43296 





21 





50 


43296 





PROPOSED RULES: 





43297 


41411, 42282 
43330 





43654 





43654 





39775 





40222 





39087 





41205 





PROPOSED RULES: 
860 


43264 





1601 


39831 





43458 





39988 





40760 





40760 





41974 





41974 





43459 





PROPOSED RULES: 


Ch. VII. 41662, 42018, 42282, 42769 


55 





56 








40766, 43475 
40766, 43475 
40766, 43475 


42249 





40223 








39088 
43459 





42 


39988 





581 


40498 





641 


41975 





837 


42249 





902 


39089 





931 


39101 





1288 


40806 





1804 


39776 





PROPOSED RULES: 
47 


40884 





33 CFR 


43297 





40224 





39777, 41032, 41389, 41390 
4 


2748 





43297 








165 


39994, 40224 
42748 





PROPOSED RULES: 


89 


39946 





117 





124 


41412, 41413 
43330 





126 





161 


39832, 43330 
43330 





183 





36 CFR 
214 


41056, 43006 


40998 





261 


42749 





1207 


40808 





PROPOSED RULES: 


28 


; 41414 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


37 CFR 
202 


41975 





302 


40225 





303 


40498 





305 


40501 





38 CFR 
2 


39364 





14 


39365 





PROPOSED RULES: 


3 


40239 





21 


39832 





36 ... 


39150, 39833 





39 CFR 
111 





221 


39583, 39995, 40810 
41984 





224 





265 


41984, 42249 
42250 





602 


42249 





PROPOSED RULES: 
aaa 


39593, 42769 





266 .. 


41391 





40 CFR 
2 


39997, 42251 








51 


42251, 43420, 44022 
40009 





52...... 39366, 40009-40011, 41032-41039 





40015, 40226, 43298 


39101, 40412, 40436, 40502 


43299 








40859 


41206, 41391-41396, 42749 


43304 





43023 





39367 





730 


41206 





PROPOSED RULES: 
35 .... 


40742 





50 .... 


43319 





51 


43319 





52... 


39151 





39152, 40009-40011, 40240, 
40245, 42018, 42282, 43729 


60 
65 


42154, 42183, 42186 
39152 





39153, 39397, 39834, 40015, 
40247, 40248, 40539,41238, 
41239, 42283, 43320-43339, 
43736-43738 


40436 





43741 





39282 





40742 





40742 





39276 








39644 
40249, 41240, 42770 
39398 





43048 





42771 





40015, 41044 





40018 





39778 





40227 





39377, 39787, 41207, 43713 





39378, 39788 
39788 





39378 





41 CFR—Continued 
14-7 





14-12 





14-18 





14-30 





14-55 





Ch. 101 





101-11 





101-30 





101-37 





114-45 





114-50 





PROPOSED RULES: 
101-20 


39379 
39379 
39379 
39380 
39380 
40019 
43460 
42257 
40228 
42750 


42751-42756 





105-64 





114-50 





42 CFR 
36 





54a 





57 





58 





62 


39380, 
39384, 





PROPOSED RULES: 
59 





110 





405 





449 





460 





43 CFR 
26 





428 





6000 





6010 





6200 





6220 





6250 





6260 





6270 





6290 





8000 





8200 





8300 





8340 





8350 





8360 





8370 





PROPOSED RULES: 
420 





PuBLic LAND ORDERS: 


5646 





5647 





45 CFR 
5b 





116d 





801 





1490 


39387, 





PROPOSED RULES: 
177 





1340 





46 CFR 
502 





510 





512 





528 





542 





PROPOSED RULES: 
151.. 





153 





157 





531 





536 





FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 


40250 
43049 
42772 


41214 
40386 
43414 
40862 
43713 


42019 
40376 
39155 
39155 
43475 


41004 
41396 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40734 
40735 


41241 


43304 
43718 


40229 
43719 
43464 
43672 


41056 
39593 


41040 
40524 
40524 
42757 
39102 


40250 
40250 
41178 
39399 
39399 





47 CFR 
2 


41985 





73 


39388, 





39584, 39704, 40250, 40251, 41400 


74 





87 





89 


39704, 41401 
41214, 41986 
41987 





PROPOSED RULES: 


41241 

















39385, 40886 
39385, 40886 
39385, 40886 
39385, 40886 
40541 





39400, 





39593, 39594, 40250, 40251, 
40887, 40888, 41241, 43744 





40889, 43476 
42285 





43305 





42763 





43305 





43305 





39789 





39791 





39792 





39792 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


49 CFR—Continued 


177 


41401 





179 


39792 





192 





571 





581 


39389, 43308 
39390, 43308 
40229 





609 


41987 





1008 


41040 





1033 


39103 





39104, 39794-39796, 41403, 42257, 


43719 
1056 


39798 





PROPOSED RULES: 


Ch. II 


43339 





172 


39157, 43478 





173 


39835 





195 


39401, 42773, 42774 


. 39402 





571 





1033 





1060 


39835, 41056 
40891, 43744 
41242 





1121 





1307 


41245 
39157 





1309 


39157 





1310 


39157 





1320 





1322 





39404, 41059 
39404, 41059 


39835 © 


43688 











39286, 42960 
39798, 41042 





39105- 


39107, 39584, 39585, 39799, 39800, 
40021-40024, 40232, 40524, 40867, 
41042, 41043, 41404, 42258, 42260, 


42763, 43461, 43720 


33 





216 


41044, 43308 
40025 





230... 





285.. 





351 


43025 
39107, 41044 
43309 





611 





651 
652 





662... 


39586; 43462 


39108, 41405, 42764 


40527, 42765 





810 


39306 





PROPOSED RULES: 


41060, 43692 
40893 











41062, 41244 
39161 








Pages 


39069-39317 
39319-39560 
39561-39738 
39739-39950 
39951-40195 
40197-40448 
40449-40799 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES—SEPTEMBER 


Date 





Sept.1 
5 




















Pages 


40801-41011 
41013-41179 
41181-41369 
41371-41940 
41941-42232 
42233-42724 
42725-43009 


Date 


13 








14 
15 





18 





19 





20 





21 





Pages 
43011-43281 
43283-43427 
43429-43701 
43703-44464 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 














reminders 


(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FEDERAL REGISTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 





Rules Going Into Effect Today 











CAB—Reduced fares; handicapped and retired 
persons 38378; 8-28-78 
Justice/DEA—Placement of prepartations con- 
taining Difenoxin in combination with atropine | 
sulfate into Schedules IV and V 38382; * 
8-28-78 








Next Week’s Deadlines for Comments 
On Proposed Rules 











AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural Marketing Service— 

Hearing on proposed amendments to ten- 
tative marketing agreement and order; 
comments by 10-3-78 : 

9-19-78 
Food and Nutrition Service— 

Food stamp program demonstration, re- 
search, and evaluation projects; com- 
ments by 10-2-78 39075; 9-1-78 

State administrative expense funds; com- 
ments by 10--5-78 37170; 8-22-78 

Food Safety and Quality Service— 
U.S. standards for grades of fruit jelly; 
comments by 10-1-78 
7-21-78 
Foreign Agricultural Service— 
Section 22 import quotas; comments by 
39110; 9-1-78 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Equal opportunity; remedial action; com- 
ments by 10-2-78 33732; 8-1-78 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 
Spread trading procedures; comments by 
32092; 7-24-78 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
Interim standard for cellulose insulation, pro- 
posed amendment and certification rule; 
comments by 10-6-78 39720; 9-6-78 


COST ACCOUNTING STANDARDS BOARD 
Accounting for independent research and 
development and bid and proposal costs; 
comments by. 10-2-78 .. . 32812; 7-28-78 


ENERGY DEPARTMENT 
Weatherization assistance for low-income 
persons; comments by 10-3-78 ... 34493; 
8-4-78 
Energy Regulatory Administration— 

Contingency gasoline rationing plan; com- 
ments by 10-3-78 36280; 8-16-78 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission— 
Applications for stay; comments by 
40037; 9-8-78 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Air quality control regions, criteria, and con- 
trol techniques; Section 107—Attainment 


status designations; California; comments 
by 10-2-78 39101; 9-1-78 


Air quality surveillance and data reporting 
requirements; comments by 10-6-78. 
34892; 8-7-78 
Consolidated rules of practice governing the 
administrative assessment of civil penal- 
ties or the revocation or suspension of 
permits; Interim rules of practice; com- 
ments by 10-3-78 34730; 8-4-78 
Consolidated rules of practice governing the 
administrative assessment of civil penal- 
ties or the revocation or suspension of 
permits; comments by 10-3-78. 
34738; 8-4-78 
Noise control; rules for administrative pro- 
ceedings; comments by 10-2-78.. 34132; 
8-3-78 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


FM broadcast stations; table of assignments; 
Atlanta, Mich; reply comments by 
j 32834; 7-28-78 
Mayflower, Conway, and Jacksonville, 
Ark.; reply comments by 10-5-78. 
32832; 7-28-78 
comments filed by 
37722; 8-24-78 
Multiple ownership of television broadcast 
stations; reply comments by 10-5-78. 
40888; 9-13-78 
= published at 43 FR 29151, 
7-6-7 
sn nature of educational broad- 
cast stations; First report; comments bv 
; 31166; 7-2 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOAF™ 
Authorization of alternative mortgage ‘i - 
ments; comments by 10-1-78 332u4; 
7-31-78 
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 
Child Support Enforcement Office— 
Child support enforcement program; re- 
view of regulations; comments by 
34164; 8-3-78 


W. Va.; 


Ripley, 


Education Office— 
Guaranteed Student Loan Program; com- 
ments extended to 10-5-78 41056; 
9-14-78 
{Originally published at 43 FR 31104, 
July 19, 1978] 
Food and Drug Administration— 

Certain brown and red algae and their 
extractives; Proposed affirmation of 
GRAS status of a brown alga, with spe- 
cific limitations as a direct human food 
ingredient; comments by 10-3-78. 

34500; 8-4-78 
Health Care Financing Administration— 

Medicare and medicaid programs; Disclo- 
sure of information and access to pro- 
vider records, requirements and condi- 
tions for participation; comments by 

34710; 8-4-78 

Use of proficiency examination by which 
an individual may qualify as a clinical 
laboratory technologist or cytotechnolo- 
gist; comments by 10-2-78 33763; 

8-1-78 


Human Development Services Office— ’ 
Social Services Programs for Individuals 
and Families, Title XX; Disclosure of cer- 
tain ownership interests and other infor- 
mation; comments by 10-3-78.. 34719; 
8-4-78 

Public Health Service— 

Maternal and Child Health and Crippled 
Children’s services; Disclosure of owner- 
ship and related information; comments 
by 10-3-78 34717; 8-4-78 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

DEPARTMENT 

Federal Housing Commission— 

Mobile home construction and safety 
standards; prevention of storage near 
heat producing appliances; comments 
35265; by 10-1-78 35265; 8-9-78 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 
Prisons Bureau— 

Control, custody, care, treatment and in- 

struction of inmates; comments by 
34062; 8-2-78 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 


Privacy Act of 1974; Supplemental guidance 
for matching programs; comments by 
10-2-78 34724; 8-4-78 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 
Rules of practice in Air Safety proceedings; 
comments by 10-1-78 ... 37732; 8-24-78 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


Reporting requirements for misadministration 
of radioactive material; comments by 
10-5-78 29297; 7-7-78 


POSTAL SERVICE 


Second class preparation requirements; 
comments by 10-6-78 39583; 9-6-78 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Mutual and subsidiary service companies; 
uniform system of accounts; comments by 
35490; 8-10-78 
(Previously published at 43 FR 22379, 
5-25-78) 
Net capital requirements for brokers and 
dealers; comments by 10-1-78 .... 33935; 
8-2-78 








TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 


Coast Guard— 
Benzene carriage requirements; protection 
of maritime personnel; comments by 
37149; 8-21-78 
[Corrected at 43 FR 40250, 9-11-78] 
Great Lakes; establishment of seasonal 
regulated navigation areas; comments 
by 10-2-78 36486; 8-17-78 
Federal Aviation Administration— 
Publication of petitions for rulemaking and 
exemptions in the “Federal Register”; 
comments by 10-1-78 
7-24-78 
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Federal Highway Administration— 
Modified or terminated highway projects; 
use and disposition of property acquired 
by states; comments by 10-6-78. 
35008; 8-7-78 

Materials Transportation Bureau— 
Transportation of liquids by pipeline; oper- 
ation, maintenance, and emergencies; 
comments by 10-6-78 35513; 
8-10-78 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


Internal Revenue Service— 
Income tax, jeopardy and termination as- 
sessments; comments by 10-2-78. 
33938; 8-2-78 
Requirements relating to certain ex- 
changes involving a foreign corporation; 
comments by 10-2-78 32824; 7-28-78 
[Originally published at 42 FR 65152, 
65204, 12-30-77] 
Tax treatment of cemetery perpetual care 
funds; comments by 10-2-78.... 33936; 
8-2-78 
Office of the Secretary— 
Practice before Internal Revenue Service; 
enrolled actuaries; comments by 
10-2-78 34161; 8-3-78 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 


Educational assistance; overpayment of enti- 
tlement charges; comments by 10-6-78. 
39832; 9-7-78 

Loan guaranty; Restrictions on designated 
fee appraisers lien requirements; com- 
ments by 10-2-78 39150; 9-1-78 
Mobile home loans; amendment to release of 
liability provisions; comments by 
10-6-78 39833; 9-7-78 








Next Week’s Meetings 











ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE 
UNITED STATES 


Committee on Judicial Review, Washington, 
D.C. (open), 10-5-78 41419; 9-18-78 


ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 


Architecture, Planning and Design Advisory 
Panel, Washington, D.C. (closed), 10-2 
and 10-3-78 39868; 9-7-78 

Architecture, Planning and Design Advisory 
Panel, | Washington, D.C. (open), 
10-4-78 39868; 9-7-78 

Dance Advisory Panel, Cambridge, Mass. 
(partially open), 10-1 through 10-4-78. 

40325; 9-11-78 

Expansion Arts Advisory Panel, New York, 
N.Y. (partially open), 10-5 and 
10-6-78 40940; 9-13-78 

Federal-State Partnership Advisory Panel, 
Denver, Colo. (open), 10-3 and 
10-4-78 39868; 9-7-78 

Humanities Panel, Washington, D.C. 
(closed), 10-3 and 10-4-78 40577; 

9-12-78 

Humanities Panel, Washington, D.C. 

(closed), 10-5 and 10-6-78 40577; 
9-12-78 

Humanities Panel Advisory Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (closed), 10-2, 10-3, 
10-6, nd 10-7-78 (6  docu- 
ments) 40325-40326; 9-11-78 

Museum Advisory Panel, bee, D.C. 

rtially open), 10-3 an —78. 
iii, 39868; 9-7-78 
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Music Advisory Panel, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 10-4 and 10-5-78 


41314; 
9-15-78 
CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 


Colorado Advisory Committee, Denver, Colo. 
(open), 10-7-78 41420; 9-18-78 
Nevada Advisory Committee, Las Vegas, 
Nev. (open), 10-6-78 41420; 9-18-78 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 


Census Bureau— 

Census Advisory Committee on Population 

Statistics (open), Suitland, Md., 

41070; 9-14-78 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration— 

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Coun- 
cil Scientific and Statistical Committee, 
Kenner, La., 10-3 and 10-4-78.. 39408; 

9-5-78 

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Coun- 
cil, Shrirnnp Advisory Subpanei, Ground- 
fish Advisory Subpanel (open), Kenner, 
La., 10-3 through 10-5-78 39408; 

9-5-7838 

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council, 

Claymont, Del. (open), 10-6-78. 39848; 
9--7-78 

New Engiand Fishery Management Coun- 
cil, various new England Cities (open), 
10-3 through 10-5-78 41255; 

9-15-78 
Office of the Secretary— 

Grants Administration Task Force, Wash- 

ington, D.C. (open), 10-6-78 42777; 
9-21-78 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 


Department of the Navy— 

Chief of Naval Operations Executive Panel 
Advisory Committee; Command, Control 
and Communications Subpanei, Wash- 
ington, D.C. ({ciosed), 10-4 and 

41256; 9-15-78 
Office of the Secretary— 

Defense Science Board, Arlington, Va. 

(closed), 10-5 and 10-6-78 39605; 
9-6-78 

Defense Science Board Task Force on 
U.S. Ballistic Missile Defense, Arlington, 
Va. (closed), 10-4-78.. 38742; 8-30-78 


ENERGY DEPARTMENT 


intergovernmental and Institutional Relations 
Office— 

National Petroleum Council, Subcormmit- 
tee on Materials and Manpower Re- 
quirements (open), Dallas, Tex., 

41085; 9-14-78 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SERVICE 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act Scientific Advisory Panel, Arling- 

ton, Va. (open), 10-3-78. 

41429; 9-18-78 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Radio Technical Commission for Marine Ser- 
vices, Washington, D.C. (open), 10-3 and 
41435; 9-18-78 
FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
Meeting, Washington, D.C. (open), 
41437; 9-18-78 


HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 


Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Ad- 
ministration— 

Drug Abuse Training Review Committee, 

Rockville, Md. (open), 10-4-78.. 38624; 

8-29-78 

Epidemiologic Studies Review Committee, 
Alexandria, Va. (open) 10-5-78. 

38624; 8-29-78 

Experimental Psychology Research Re- 

view Committee, (open) Washington, 

D.C. rescheduled for 10-6 and 


{Originally published at 43 FR 38626, Aug. 29, 
1978] 

Mental Health Services Research Review 
Committee, Washington, D.C. (partially 
open) 10-4 through 10-6-78 38624; 

8-29-78 
Center for Disease Control— 

Immunization Practices Advisory Commit- 

tee, Atlanta, Ga. (open) 10-3 and 
40546; 9-12-78 
Education Office— 

Adult Education National Advisory Council, 
Burlington, Vt. (open) 10-5 through 
10-7-78 38943; 8-31-78 

Advisory Committee on Accreditation and 
Institutional Eligibility, Washington, D.C. 
(open) 10-3 and 10-4-78 40318; 

9-14 1-78-—42306; 9-20-78 

Board of Advisors to the Fund for the 
improvement of Postsecondary Educa- 
tion, Washington, D.C. (open) 10-5 and 
10-6-78 40320; 9-11-78 

Financial Aid to Students Advisory Council, 
Washington, D.C. (open) 

42786; 9-21-78 
Food and Drug Administration— 

Advisory committees, Washington, D.C. 

and Rockville, Md. (open), 10-2 and 
41273; 9-15-78 

Radiologic Devices Section of the Obstet- 
rics-Gynecology and Radiology Devices 
Panel, Washington, D.C. (open), 

41273; 9-15-78 
Drugs Advisory 
Rockville, Md. (open), 

41273; 9-15-78 

National institutes of Heaith— 
Cardiology Advisory Commitiee, Bethesda, 
Md. (open), 10-4-78 ... 37220; 8-22-78 

Denta! Caries Prograrn Advisory Cormmit- 

tee (open) Bethesda, Md. 10-5 and 
ys 2 Ree ee ne 40060; 9-8-78 

National Advisory Neurological and Com- 

municative Disorders and Stroke Council 

ipartiaily open} Bethesda, Md. 10-5 

through 10-7-78 35111; 8-8-78 
Office of Assistant Secretary for Health— 

Technical Consultant Pane! on the Coop- 

erative Health Statistics Systern of the 
United States National Committee on 
Vital and Heaith Statistics, Washington, 
D.C. (open) 10-5 and 10-6-78 . 40318; 

9-11-78 


Radiopharmaceuticai 
Committee, 


Office of the Secretary— 

National Conference on Health Research 
Principies, Bethesda, Md. (open) 10-3 
and 10-4-78 42044; $-19-78 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
National Park Service— 

National Park System Advisory Board: 

Goiden State National Recreation Area, 
Calif. (open), 10-2 and 
10-2- 40331; 9-11-78 
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Redwood National Park, Calif. (open), 
10-4 through 10-6-78 

9-11-78 

Santa Monica Mountains National Rec- 

reation Area, Calif. (open) 

40321; 9-11-78 

Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforce- 

ment Office— 

Mining and Mineral Resources Research 

Advisory Committee, Washington, D.C. 

(open) 10-5-78 42821; 9-21-78 


MANPOWER POLICY NATIONAL 
COMMISSION 


Washington, D.C. (open), 10-6 and 


41312; 9-15-78 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Advisory Committee for Polar Programs, 
Subcommittee on Biology and Medicine, 
Washington, D.C. (partially open), 
41315; 9-15-78 

DOE/NSF Nuclear Science Advisory Com- 
mittee (NUSAC), 1978 Instrumentation 
Subcommittee, Washington, D.C. (open), 
10-7 and 10-8-78 41316; 9-15-78 
Subcommittee for the Review of Nuclear Sci- 
ence, Washington, D.C. (closed), 10-5 
through 10-7-78 42049; 9-19-78 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


Advisory Committee on Reactor Safequards, 
Subcommittee on Improved Safety Sys- 
Washington, 


tems, D.C. (open), 


41316; 9-15-78 


Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, . 


Subcommittee on Reactor Fuel, Washing- 
ton, D.C. (open), 10-4-78 
9-15-78 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Activities, 
Washington, D.C. (open), 10-4-78. 
42049; 9-19-78 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 
Washington, D.C. (open), 10-5 thru 
42314; 9-20-78 
Commercial nuciear power reactors; security 
personnel training; equipment require- 
ments: 

Des Plains, Ill. (open), 10-3-78 38370; 
8-28-78 
Calif. (open), 

38370; 8-28-78 


San Francisco, 


SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 
OFFICE 3 


intergovernmental, Science, Engineering, 
and Technology Advisory Panel, Washing- 
ton, D.C. (open), 10-6-78 42050; 
9-19-78 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Region | Advisory Council, Hartford, Conn. 
(open), 10-3-78 42326; 9-20-78 
Region | Advisory Council, Waterbury, Vt. 
(open), 10-6-78 39203; 9-1-78 
Region IV Advisory Council, Louisville, Ky. 
and Owensboro, Ky. (open), 10-5 and 
42054; 9-19-78 

Region IX Advisory Council, San Francisco, 
Calif. (open), 10-4-78 ..... 42326; 9-20-78 
Region X Advisory Council, Spokane Wash. 
(open), 10-2-78 39881; 9-7-78 


REMINDERS—Continued 


STATE DEPARTMENT 
Advisory Committee to U.S. Section of the 
Internation Commission for the Conserva- 
tion of Atlantic Tunas, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 10-4-78 42055; 9-19-78 
Study Group 5 of the U.S. Organization for 
the International Radio Consultative Com- 
(open), | Washington, D.C. 
41119; 9-14-78 
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
Veterans Administration Wage Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (closed), 10-5-78. 
40584; 9-12-78 
WOMEN, NATIONAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
Washington, D.C. (open), 10-4 and 
41312; S-15-78 





Next Week’s Public Hearings 











HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 
Health Care Financing Administration— 
Pharmaceutical Reimbursement Board, 
Washington, D.C., 10-4 and 
36698; 8-18-78 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
Fish and Wildlife Service— 
importation, exportation, and transporta- 
tion of wildlife; revision of regulations, 
Washington, D.C., 10-2-78, and Denver, 
Colo., 10-6-78 37473; 8-23-78 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
investigation of certain synthetic gemstones, 
Washington, D.C., 10-3-78 29362; 
7-7-78 
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 
Rehabilitation of Ocoee No. 2 Hydro Plant, 


Polk County, Tenn., Cleveland, Tenn., 
40970; 9-13-78 
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 
Coast Guard— 

Navigation lights for small vessels, San 
Francisco, Calif., 10-5-78 
9-7-78 ; 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
internal Revenue Service— 

Income tax; defined benefit plans for self- 
employed individuals and shareholder- 
employees; Washington, D.C., 

36977; 8-21-78 


WAGE AND PRICE STABILITY COUNCIL 


Hearing on rising prices of building materials, 
Washington, 10-3- and 
39850; 9-7-78 





List of Public Laws 











This is a continuing listing of public bills 
that have become law, the text of which is 
not published in the FEpERAL REGISTER. 
Copies of the laws in individual pamphlet 
form (referred to as “slip laws’) may be ob- 
tained from the U.S. Government Printing 
Office. 


H.R. 8112 Pub. L. 95-378 
To repeal chapter 27 of title 44, United 
States Code. (Sep. 22, 1978; 92 Stat. 723) 
Price: $.50 ; 
H.R. 12915 Pub. L. 95-379 
To amend section 2301 of title 44, relating to 
the National Archives Trust Fund Board. 
(Sep. 22, 1978; 92 Stat. 724) Price: $.50. 
H.R. 13087 Pub. L. 95-380 
To authorize the issuance of substitute 
Treasury checks without undertakings of 
indemnity, except as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may require. (Sep. 22, 1978; 92 
Stat. 725) Price: $.50 
S. 2928 Pub. L. 95-381 
To authorize appropriations for the fiscal year 
1979 under the International Investment 
Survey Act of 1976, and for other pur- 
poses. (Sep. 22, 1978; Stat. 726) Price: 
$.50 
H.R. 9471 Pub. L. 95-382 
To amend title 5, United States Code, to 
provide that Japanese-Americans shall be 
allowed civil service retirement credit for 
time spent in World War Il internment 
camps. (Sep. 22, 1978; 92 Stat. 727) Price: 
$.50 
S. 3107 Pub. L. 95-383 
To amend the Bankruptcy Act to provide for 
uniform supervision and control of employ- 
ees of referees in bankruptcy. (Sep. 22, 
1978; 92 Stat. 729) Price: $.50 























Documents Relating to Federal Grants 
Programs 











This is a list of documients relating to Fed- 
eral grants programs which were published 
in og FEDERAL REGISTER during the previous 
week. 


Rules Going Into Effect: 


EPA—Water pollution control; State man- 
agement assistance grants; effective 
42251; 9-20-78 


Deadlines for Comments on Proposed 
Rules: 

HEW/PHS—Family __ planning 
grants; comments by 11-3-78 
9-19-78 ; 

HUD—Community Development Block Grant 
Program; environmental review proce- 
dures; comments by 10-19-78 42220; 

9-19-78 


Applications Deadlines: : 


HEW/HRA—Health Professions Financial 
Distress Grants; applications postmarked 
no later than 11-3-78 .... 42788; 9-21-78 

Meetings: 

HEW/NIH—Cancer Control Grant Review 
Committee; review discussion and evalua- 
tion of individual grant applications, Be- 
thesda, Md. (partially open) 10-30 and 

42788; 9-21-78 

NSF—Physics Advisory Committee, Review 
of Nuclear Science Subcommittee, Wash- 
ington, D.C. (closed), 10-5 through 

3 42049; 9-19-78 


services; 
42020; 


Other Items of Interest: 
NSF—Awards for analysis of science re- 
sources: personnel, funding, impacts, and 
outputs 42049; 9-19-78 
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[3410-02] 
Title 7—Agricuiture 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MAR- 
KETING SERVICE (MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS AND ORDERS; 
FRUITS, VEGETABLES, NUTS), DE- 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


{Tokay Grape Regulation 14, Amendment 
1) 


PART 926—TOKAY GRAPES GROWN 
IN SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALI- 
FORNIA 


Extension of Effective Period for Reg- 
ulation of Grade and Container 
Marketings 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing 
Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment contin- 
ues through November 30, 1978, the 
currently effective minimum grade 
and container marking requirements 
for Tokay grapes. These requirements 
are necessary to insure that the grapes 
shipped will be of suitable quality in 
the interest of consumers and produc- 
ers. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Brader, 202-447-6393. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This regulation is issued under the 
provisions of the marketing agreement 
and Order No. 926 (7 CFR Part 926) 
which regulates the handling of Tokay 
grapes grown in San Joaquin County, 
Calif., and is effective under the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended, (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 


On August 28, 1978, a notice was 
published in the FepEeraL REGISTER (43 
FR 38412) that the Department was 
considering amendment of § 926.315, 
Tokay grape regulation 14 (43 FR 
35259), to continue the effective date 
of the regulation through November 
30, 1978. The notice provided interest- 


ed persons the opportunity to submit 
written comments relative to the pro- 
posal until September 16, 1978. None 
was received. 

Under the regulation, which is a 
minimum standard, Tokay grapes 
must meet the grade and size specifi- 
cations of U.S. No. 1 table grapes and 
at least 30 percent of the berries in the 
lower 25 percent of each bunch shall 
show characteristic color; and each 
container must bear a Federal-State 
inspection service lot stamp number. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented, including that con- 
tained in the notice and other availa- 
ble information, it is hereby found 
that extension of the effective period 
of § 926.315, Tokay grape regulation 
14, as hereinafter set forth, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act and be in the public interest. 


It is further found that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 
date of this amendment until 30 days 
after publication in the FrepERAL REc- 
ISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that; (1) ship- 
ments of Tokay grapes are currently 
in progress and to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act, the regulation 
currently in effect should be extended 
without interruption for the remain- 
der of the season; (2) the amendment 
is the same as that specified in the 
notice to which no exceptions were 
filed; and (3) compliance with the reg- 
ulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com- 
pleted by the effective time hereof. 

Therefore, the provisions of 
§ 926.315(a) of Tokay grape regulation 
14 are hereby amended to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 926.315 Tokay Grape Regulation 14. 


(a) During the period August 19, 
1978, through November 30, 1978, no 
handler shall ship: 


* * * s e 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674.) . 


Dated: September 22, 1978. 


CHARLES R. BRADER, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege- 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 


[FR Doc. 78-27218 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-02] 


PART 906—ORANGES AND 
GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN TEXAS 


Expenses and Rate of Assessment 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing 
Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This regulation autho- 
rizes expenses and a rate of assess- 
ment for the 1978-79 fiscal period, to 
be collected from handlers to support 
activities of the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee which locally administers 
the Federal marketing order covering 
oranges and grapefruit grown in 
Texas. 

DATES: Effective August 1, 
through July 31, 1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Brader, 202-447-6393. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Findings. Pursuant to Marketing 
Order No. 906, as amended (7 CFR 
Part 906), regulating the handling of 
oranges and grapefruit grown in 
Texas, effective under the Agricultur- 
al Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and 
upon the basis of the recommendation 
and information submitted by the 
committee, established under this 
marketing order, and upon other in- 
formation, it is found that the ex- 
penses and rate of assessment, as here- 
after provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 


§ 906.218 Expenses, rate of assessment, 
and carryover of unexpended funds. 


(a) Expenses that are reasonable and 
likely to be incurred by the Texas 
Valley Citrus Committee during the 
period August 1, 1978, through July 
31, 1979, will amount to $988,200. 

(b) The rate of assessment for said 
period payable by each handler in ac- 
cordance with §906.34 is fixed at 


1978, 
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$0.045 per *Ao-bushel carton of oranges 
and grapefruit. 

(c) Unexpended assessment funds in 
excess of expenses incurred during the 
fiscal period ended July 31, 1978, shall 
be carried over as a reserve in accord- 
ance with § 906.35. 


It is further found that it is imprac- 
ticable and contrary to the public in- 
terest to _give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking, and post- 
pone the effective date until 30 days 
after publication in the FEDERAL REc- 
ISTER (5 U.S.C. 553), as the order re- 
quires that the rate of asessment for a 
particular fiscal period shall apply to 
all assessable oranges and grapefruit 
handled from the beginning of such 
period which began August 1, 1978. To 
enable the committee to meet fiscal 
obligations which are now accruing, 
approval of the expenses and assess- 
ment rate is necessary without delay. 
Handlers and other interested persons 
were given an opportunity to submit 
information and views on the expenses 
and assessment rate at an open meet- 
ing of the committee. It is necessary to 
effectuate the declared purposes of 
the act to meke these provisions effec- 
tive as specified. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674).) 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 


CHARLES R. BRADER, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege- 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-27108 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-02] 


PART 932—OLIVES GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA 


Expenses and Rate of Assessment 


AGENCY: Agricultural 
Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This regulation autho- 
rizes expenses and the rate of assess- 
ment for the 1978-79 fiscal year for 
the functioning of the Olive Adminis- 
trative Committee which locally ad- 
ministers a Federal marketing order 
regulating the handling of olives 
grown in California. The regulation 
enables the committee to collect as- 
sessments from olive handlers and use 
the funds for its expenses. 


DATES: Effective September 1, 1978, 
through August 31, 1979. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Brader, 202-447-6393. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Pursuant to the marketing agreement 


Marketing 
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and order No. 932, effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking was published on 
August 30, 1978, in the FEDERAL REGIsS- 
TER (43 FR 38706) regarding proposed 
expenses of $1,170,000 and rate of as- 
sessment of $15 per ton of olives han- 
dled. This notice allowed interested 
persons to submit written comments 
pertaining to the proposal until Sep- 
tember 15, 1978. 

An exception to the proposed 
amount of expenses and assessment 
rate was filed by Lindsay Olive Grow- 
ers on the basis that its pro rata share 
of such expenses, together with in- 
spection costs and that organization’s 
own brand advertising program, would 
impose a substantial financial burden 
on the organization’s financial re- 
sources in the current fiscal year. The 
exception asked that consideration be 
given to the establishment of an 
amount of expenses which could be 
supported by a $10 per ton assessment 
rate. The exception was carefully and 
fully considered. The proposed ex- 
penses and rate of assessment con- 
tained in the notice were recommend- 
ed by the Olive Administrative Com- 
mittee after opportunity for full dis- 
cussion thereof at an open meeting. A 
lesser amount of expenses and assess- 
ment rate ‘were considered at the 
meeting and rejected. Appropriate jus- 
tification was submitted by the com- 
mittee in support of its recommenda- 
tion. No such justification was submit- 
ted in support of a lesser amount of 
expenses and a lesser assessment rate. 
The proposed expenses and rate of as- 
sessment would affect all olive han- 
dlers in a like manner, and the bene- 
fits derived therefrom would be equal- 
ly available to all such handlers. The 
exception is therefore denied. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented, including that in 
the notice, the written comments sub- 
mitted on the proposal and the infor- 
mation and recommendations submit- 
ted by the Olive Administration Com- 
mittee, it is found that the expenses 
and rate of assessment, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. 

Therefore, a new section is added 
which reads as follows: 


§ 932.213 Expenses and rate of assess- 
ment. 


(a) Expenses. Expenses that are rea- 
sonable and likely to be incurred by 
the Olive Administrative Committee 
during the period September 1, 1978, 
through August 31, 1979, will amount 
to $1,170,000. 

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of 
assessment for that period, payable by 
each first handler in accordance with 
§ 932.39, is fixed at $15 per ton of 
olives. 


It is further found that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 
date of this action until 30 days after 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 
U.S.C. 553) in that: (1) The relevant 
provisions of the marketing order re- 
quire that the rate of assessment fixed 
for a particular fiscal year shall be ap- 
plicable to all assessable olives from 
the beginning of that year; and (2) the 
current fiscal year began on Septem- 
ber 1, 1978, and the rate of assessment 
herein fixed will automatically apply 
to all assessable olives beginning with 
that date. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674)) 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 


CHARLES R. BRADER, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege- 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-27109 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6355-01] 
Title 16—Commerical Practices 


CHAPTER li—CONSUMER PRODUCT 
SAFETY COMMISSION 


SUBCHAPTER B—CONSUMER PRODUCT 
SAFETY ACT REGULATIONS 


PART 1201—SAFETY STANDARD FOR 
ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING MATE- 
RIALS 


Amendment to Standard Clarifying 
Definitions, Description of Test Ap- 
partus and Test Procedures 


AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final amendment to rule. 


SUMMARY: In this document, the 
Commission amends the safety stand- 
ard for architectural glazing materials 
to clarify the definition of one type of 
“glazed panel” which is subject to the 
standard, and to modify the descrip- 
tion of certain items of test apparatus 
and certain test procedures specified 
by the standard in order to clarify 
those descriptions and procedures. 
The proposed change to the acceler- 
ated environmental testing to increase 
the period of exposure in the xenon 
arc Weather-Ometer is not being 
issued at this time in order to await re- 
sults of interlaboratory testing on the 
appropriate exposure period. 


DATES: The amendments issued 
below shall become effective on Octo- 
ber 27, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Allen F. Brauninger, Directorate of 


INFORMATION 
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Compliance and Enforcement, Con- 
sumer Product Safety Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20207, 301-492- 
6629. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
In the FEDERAL REGISTER of January 6, 
1977 (42 FR 1427), the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission issued the 
safety standard for architectural glaz- 
ing materials (16 CFR part 1201) with 
an effective date of July 6, 1977. This 
standard was issued under provisions 
of the Consumer Product Safety Act 
to reduce or eliminate risks of injuries 
associated with walking, running, or 
falling through or against glazing ma- 
terials in storm doors, doors (both ex- 
terior and interior), shower and bath- 
tub doors and enclosures, certain 
glazed panels, and sliding or patio-type 
doors. 

The standard prescribes safety re- 
quirements for glazing materials man- 
ufactured on or after July 6, 1977, for 
use in storm doors, doors (both exteri- 
or and interior), shower and bathtub 
doors and enclosures, certain glazed 
panels, and sliding or patio-type doors. 
The standard also requires that the ar- 
chitectural products enumerated 
above which are manufactured on or 
after July 6, 1977, must be constructed 
or assembled using glazing materials 
that meet the requirements of the 
standard. 

In the FEDERAL REGISTER of June 20, 
1977 (42 FR 31164), the Commission 
amended the standard to exempt from 
its requirements any architectural 
product which would otherwise be sub- 
ject to the standard if that product is 
manufactured between July 6, 1977, 
and July 5, 1978, using glazing materi- 
als, manufactured before July 6, 1977, 
which are marked or certified to 
comply with ANSI standard Z97.1- 
1972 or -1975, “Performance Specifica- 
tions and Methods of Test for Safety 
Glazing Material Used in Buildings,” 
published by American National 
Standards Institute, Inc., 1430 Broad- 
way, New York, N.Y. 10018. 

The standard issued by the Commis- 
sion is designed to reduce or eliminate 
unreasonable risks of injury associated 
with architectural glazing materials by 
ensuring that the glazing materials 
used in the products enumerated 
above either will not break when im- 
pacted with a certain energy, or will 
break so that they are less likely than 
other glazing materials to present the 
unreasonable risks of injury detailed 
above. 

To determine the breakage charac- 
teristics of glazing materials used or 
intended for use in the products which 
are subject to the standard, an impact 
test is prescribed by the standard. The 
impact test consists of striking the 
glazing material to be tested with a 
punching bag filled with lead shot by 
dropping the bag from a height cf 18 
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or 48 inches, depending on the archi- 
tectural products in which the glazing 
material is used. 

The standard also prescribes acceler- 
ated environmental durability tests for 
laminated glass, organic-coated glass, 
and plastics which are subject to the 
standard to demonstrate that those 
glazing materials will withstand expo- 
sure to sunlight, heat, water, and 
other factors which, over an extended 
period of time, may affect their break- 
age characteristics. 

Additionally, the standard lists and 
defines the architectural products in- 
corporating glazing materials which 
are subject to and must comply with 
the standard. 

In the FEDERAL REGISTER of October 
3, 1977 (42 FR 53798), the Commission 
proposed amendments to the standard 
to clarify the definition of one type of 
“glazed panel” which is subject to the 
standard. The notice of October 3, 
1977, also proposed amendments to 
modify the description of certain 
items of test equipment and certain 
test procedures prescribed by the 
standard. Written comments on the 
proposed amendments were solicited 
for a period of 30 days. 

In response to the amendments pro- 
posed on October 3, 1977, comments 
were received from two manufacturers 
of glazing materials, two suppliers of 
chemicals to manufacturers of plastic 
glazing materials, and the Safety Glaz- 
ing Certification Council (SGCC). 

The issues raised by these com- 
ments, and the response of the Com- 
mission follows below. 


GLAZED PANELS 


Among the risks of injury which the 
standard is intended to reduce or elim- 
inate are those which may result when 
a person walks or runs into glazing 
material which is mistaken for open 
space rather than solid matter. 

To address this risk of injury, the 
products which are subject to the 
standard include any piece of glazing 
material in a nonresidential building 
which has its bottom edge within 18 
inches of a floor or walking surface; an 
exposed surface greater than nine 
square feet; and walking surfaces on 
both sides of the glazing material. 
This type of ‘glazed panel” is de- 
scribed and defined in 
§ 1201.2(a)(10)<iii). 

As issued on January 6, 1977, 
§ 1201.2(a)(10)(iii) describes the loca- 
tion of the walking surfaces with rela- 
tion to the glazing material in the fol- 
lowing language: 


There are walking surfaces on both sides, 
either of which is within 36 inches (92 centi- 
meters) of such panel * * *. 


Thus, the language of the standard 


.which defines this type of glazed panel 


states that if walking surfaces are 
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present on both sides of a piece of 
glazing material in a nonresidential 
building, and one of those walking sur- 
faces is within 36 inches of the glazing 
material, the glazing material is sub- 
ject to the standard no matter how far 
away from the glazing material the 
other walking surface may be located, 
if all other conditions described in 
§ 1201.2(a)(10)(iii) are present. 

The purpose of the amendment pro- 
posed on October 3, 1977, was to limit 
the applicability of the standard to 
pieces of glazing material with walking 
surfaces on both sides to those in- 
stances where each of the walking sur- 
faces is located within 36 inches of the 
glazing material and all other condi- 
tions described in § 1201.2(a)(10)(iii) 
are present. In proposing the amend- 
ment, the Commission expressed the 
belief that the present language of 
§ 1201.2(a)(10)(iii) may include some 
glazed panels which do not present an 
unreasonable risk of injury because 
one of the two walking surfaces is suf- 
ficiently far away from the glazing 
material to prevent the misperception 
of the glazing material as open space. 

A comment from a manufacturer of 
glazing materials favors the proposed 
change to this definition of ‘glazed 
panel,” but suggests the addition of 
language which would further restrict 
applicability of the standard to those 
pieces of glazing material which have 
walking surfaces ‘intended for public 
use” on both sides of the glazing mate- 
rial. This comment states that the ad- 
ditional language would clearly state 


that pieces of glazing material located 


near floors and walking surfaces in- 
tended solely for the use of the owner, 
occupant, or employees of the owner 
or occupant of a nonresidential build- 
ing are not subject to the require- 
ments of the standard. mee 

The Commission observes that the 
term ‘walking surface” is not defined 
in the standard as it was issued on 
January 6, 1977, nor in the proposed 
amendment published on October 3, 
1977. The Commission has received 
several inquiries about the meaning of 
the term “walking surface,” and 
agrees that some clarification of that 
term is needed. 

However the Commission believes 
that the additional language suggested 
in this comment may exclude some 
areas which should be “walking sur- 
faces” for purposes of the definition of 
glazed panel which is the subject of 
the proposed amendment. 

The comment under consideration 
would revise the proposed amendment 
by limiting the term ‘“‘walking surface” 
to those areas which are used by the 
public, as distinguished from those 
areas which are used exclusively by 
the owner, occupant, or employees of 
the owner or occupant of a nonresi- 
dential building. 
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As stated above, the risks of injury 
which § 1201.2(a)(10)iii) is intended to 
reduce or eliminate are those which 
may result from the misperception of 
glazing material as open space rather 
than solid matter because walking sur- 
faces are present on both sides of the 
glazing material. Whether the walking 
surfaces are used by the general 
public, or exclusively by the owner, oc- 
cupant, or employees of the owner or 
occupant of the building is not likely 
to affect the misperception of glazing 
material as open space. Rather, it is 
the perception of the walking surface 
as a place which is obviously intended 
and prepared to accommodate pedes- 
trian traffic that contributes to the 
risks of injury associated with pieces 
of glazing material having walking sur- 
faces on both sides. In the process of 
attempting to cross from one walking 
surface to another, many persons 
seemingly have been unable to recog- 
nize the glazing material as solid 
matter, with serious injuries occuring 
when the glazing material is broken by 
human impact. 

After consideration of this comment, 
the Commission concludes that 
§ 1201.2(a)(10)(iii) should be amended 
so that the standard is applicable to 
pieces of glazing material in nonresi- 
dential buildings which have walking 
surfaces on both sides when both of 
the walking surfaces are within 36 
inches of the glazing material and all 
conditions described in that section 
are present. In response to the request 
in this comment for clarification of 
the term “walking surface,” the Com- 
mission has added language to the 
amendment issued below stating that 
the term “walking surface” includes 
any floor, sidewalk, pathway or similar 
surface which has been paved or pre- 
i to accommodate pedestrian traf- 
ic. 

The view is expressed in the com- 
ment under consideration that glazing 
materials iocated near walking sur- 
faces not intended for public use 
should not be subject to the standard. 
The Commission observes’ that 
§ 1201.1(b) of the standard limits the 
applicability of the standard to the 
glazing materials and products incor- 
porating glazing materials listed in 
§ 1201.1(a) of the standard, when those 
materials or products are produced or 
distributed “for the personal use, con- 
sumption, or enjoyment of consumers 
in or around a permanent or tempo- 
rary household or residence, in recre- 
ational, school, public, or other build- 
ings or parts thereof.” The terms 
“residential building,” “recreational 
building,” ‘school building,” and 
“public building” are defined in 
§ 1201.2(a) of the standard. The term 
“other buildings or parts thereof” is 
also defined in § 1201.2(a)(19) and in- 
cludes any building other than a resi- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


dential, recreational, school, or public 
building “in which all or part of the 
building is open to the public with or 
without specific invitation.” Thus, if 
glazing materials are used in a build- 
ing which does not fall within any of 
the types of buildings described in 
§1201.1(b), as defined in § 1201.2(a), 
the glazing material is not subject to 
the standard. 

The Commission believes that exist- 
ing §§ 1201.1(b) and 1201.2(a) preclude 
the applicability of the standard to 
glazing materials in nonresidential 
buildings which are used exclusively 
by the owners, occupants, or employ- 
ees of the owners or occupants of 
those buildings. For this reason, the 
Commission declines to add the specif- 
ic language to modify the term “walk- 
ing surface’ requested in this com- 
ment. 


TEst FRAME 


As stated above, the standard pre- 
scribes an impact test in which a speci- 
men of glazing material is struck by an 
impactor to determine whether it will 
break, and if so, if its breakage charac- 
teristics are acceptable. The glazing 
material to be tested is clamped inside 
a subframe which is held in position 
by an upright steel frame. This equip- 
ment is illustrated in figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 
and 5 of the standard, and is described 
in § 1201.4(b). 

As issued on January 6, 1977, 
§ 1201.4(b)(1(iii) states: “The sub- 
frame * * * shall be reinforced at each 
corner.” The illustration of the sub- 
frame in figure 4 of the standard de- 
picts a subframe whose members are 
not reinforced at each corner. 

To improve the _— clarity of 
§ 1201.4(b)(1iii) and its consistency 
with figure 4, the Commission pro- 
posed to amend that section to state 
that the “inner subframe * * * shall be 
reinforced at each corner.” 

No comment was received on the 
proposed amendment of 
§ 1201.4(b)(1)(iii). Consequently, the 
Commission issues the amendment of 
that section, below, as proposed on Oc- 
tober 3, 1977. 

As described in § 1201.4(b)(1) and il- 
lustrated in figure 3, the subframe is 
constructed with neoprene strips at all 
points where the test specimen con- 
tacts the subframe. Figure 3 states 
that the neoprene strips shall have a 
shore A, durometer hardness ranging 
from 30 to 45. 

At the suggestion of a manufacturer 
of glazing materials, the Commission 
proposed to amend the standard by re- 
vising figure 3 to specify neoprene of a 
shore A durometer hardness of 30 to 
50 in the amendments proposed on Oc- 
tober 3, 1977. No comment was re- 
ceived on the proposed revision of 
figure 3. In the amendments issued 


below, figure 3 has been revised as pro- 
posed on October 3, 1977. 

Comments from one manufacturer 
of glazing materials and SGCC request 
amendment of the standard to allow 
use of the test frame described in 
“Performance Specifications and 
Methods of Test for Safety Glazing 
Material Used in Buildings,” issued by 
American National Standards Insti- 
tute, ANSI standard Z97.1 These com- 
ments state that many manufacturers 
of glazing materials and testing labo- 
ratories have test equipment designed 
in accordance with ANSI standard 
Z97.1, and urge the Commission to 
modify § 1201.4 of the standard so that 
this existing equipment may be used 
by those manufacturers and laborato- 
ries without modification. 

The Commission’s purpose in pro- 
posing amendments to § 1201.4 of the 
standard on October 3, 1977, was to 
modify the description of the equip- 
ment and procedure used by the Com- 
mission’s laboratory to determine if 
glazing materials meet the require- 
ments of the standard. 

The comments under consideration 
are concerned primarily with the test- 
ing which must be performed by man- 
ufacturers to assure that their prod- 
ucts meet the requirements of the 
standard. For that reason, these com- 
ments go beyond the scope of the pro- 
posed amendment to the standard. Ac- 
cordingly, the Commission declines to 
make the changes suggested in these 
comments. 

Section 14(a) of the Consumer Prod- 
uct Safety Act requires the manufac- 
turer of a consumer product which is 
subject to a consumer product safety 
standard to issue a certificate that the 
product complies with all applicable 
standards, and to base that certificate 
on either a test of each product, or on 
a “reasonable testing program.” 

In the FEDERAL REGISTER of Decem- 
ber 16, 1977 (42 FR 63586), the Com- 
mission proposed regulations to estab- 
lish requirements for a reasonable 
testing program to support certifica- 
tion of compliance with the standard 
for architectural glazing materials. 
The proposed regulations contain pro- 
visions to allow the use of some items 
of test apparatus and some procedures 
other than those prescribed by the 
standard in manufacturers’ testing 
programs for purposes of certifying 
compliance with the standard. See 
proposed §§ 1201.32(a)(7), 
1201.33(c)(2)Civ), 1201.33(d), and 
1201.33(e)(1) at 42 FR 63593-63596. 
The Commission will consider these 
comments requiring modification of 
the equipment to be used to perform 
the impact test as part of the record of 
the proposed certification regulations. 

The same comments also urge 
amendment of the standard to modify 
the tolerance for compression of the 
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neoprene strips of the subframe which 
appears in § 1201.4(b)(1) and in figure 
3. For the reasons set forth above, the 
Commission declines to modify the 
specifications for the neoprene ‘strips 
set forth in the standard, but will con- 
sider whether a different tolerance 
should be allowed for the neoprene in 
the apparatus used by manufacturers 
for testing tq support certificates of 
compliance with the standard. 


IMPACTOR 


As stated above, the impact test is 
performed by striking the test speci- 
men with a leather bag which has 
been filled with lead shot and covered 
with tape. The impactor is dropped 
from a height of either 18 or 48 inches 
(depending on the intended use of the 
glazing material) in order to subject 
the test specimen to an energy of 
either 150 or 400 foot-pounds. 

As issued on January 6, 
§1201.4(b) (2)¢i) 
states: 


The impactor shall be a leather punching 
bag as shown in figure 5 of this section. The 
bag shall be filled with 7% chilled lead shot 
to a total weight of completed assembly 
before taping, as shown in figure 5, of 100 
pounds +4 ounces (45.36+0.11 kilograms). 
(Emphasis added.] 


1977, 
of the standard 


Because the purpose of the test ap- 
paratus and procedure is to generate 
an energy of 150 or 400 foot pounds, 
the description of the impactor in 
§ 1201.4(b)(2)(i) is slightly inaccurate 
in that it states that the punching bag 


shall weigh 100 pounds after it has 
been filled with lead shot but before it 
is taped. To correct this inaccuracy, 
the Commission proposed to amend 
this section to provide that the impac- 
tor shall weigh 100 pounds +4 ounces 
after taping. 

A comment from SGCC favors the 
proposed amendment, but suggests 
further revision of § 1201.4(b)(2)(i) to 
provide that any lifting or release 
bridle attached to the impactor shall 
be included when calculating the 
weight of the impactor. 

The Commission observes that the 
impactor described in § 1201.4(b)(2) 
and illustrated in figure 5 of the 
standard does not have a lifting or re- 
lease bridle, because the Commission 
does not use one. For this reason, the 
additional revision of § 1201.4(b)(2)(i) 
requested by this comment has not 
been made, even though the Commis- 
sion agrees with the comment that 
persons employing such a lifting or re- 
lease bridle should include its weight 
as a part of the total 100 pounds re- 
quired. Section 1201.4(b)(2)qi)_ is 
amended below, as proposed on Octo- 
ber 3, 1977. 

To have the impactor descend 
smoothly without wobbling or oscillat- 
ing, § 1201.4(b)(ii) of the standard, as 
issued on January 6, 1977, states: 
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The impactor shall be supported as shown 
in figure 2. Provisions shall be made for 
raising the impactor to drop heights of up 
to 48 inches (1.22 meters). At its release it 
shall have been supported so that the pin 
going through its center was in line with the 
steel cable. The impactor shall not wobble 
or oscillate after its release. 


In the notice published on October 
3, 1977, the Commission stated that 
the first sentence of this section may 
be unduly restrictive because it per- 
mits no deviation from the support 
system depicted in figure 2 of the 
standard. The Commission proposed 
to amend § 1201.4(b)(2)(ii) by deleting 
the first sentence of that section. 

In the notice of October 3, 1977, the 
Commission also observed that the 
fourth sentence of § 1201.4(b)(2)(ii) 
may present unnecessary difficulty to 
persons conducting the impact test be- 
cause it absolutely prohibits the pres- 
ence of any wobble or oscillation after 
the impactor is released. Wobble or os- 
cillation of the impactor could occur, 
but to such a limited degree that its 
detection by the unassisted human eye 
would be difficult or impossible, with- 
out affecting the results of the impact 
test. For these reasons, the Commis- 
sion proposed to amend the fourth 
sentence to indicate that the impactor 
shall be supported in a manner de- 
signed to minimize wobble or oscilla- 
tion after its release. 

No comment was received concern- 
ing either of the proposed amend- 
ments to §1201.4(b)(2)(ii). According- 
ly, the Commission amends that sec- 
tion below, as proposed on October 3, 
1977. 

A comment from SGCC reauests fur- 
ther revision of §1201.4(b)(2)(ii) to 
permit the use of a chain or cable in- 
stead of the threaded metal rod which 
passes through the center of the im- 
pactor. Additionally, this comment re- 
quests amendment of § 1201.4(d)(1) to 
allow a terrycloth towel to be draped 
in front of the impact test specimen. 

The apparent purpose of the 
changes requested in this comment is 
not to modify the equipment and pro- 
cedures used by the Commission labo- 
ratory for tests to determine compli- 
ance with the standard, but rather to 
permit manufacturers and independ- 
ent laboratories to use equipment and 
procedures which vary in some re- 
spects from the description of the test 
equipment and procedure described in 
the standard. 

Because this comment goes beyond 
the scope of the proposed amendment 
to the standard, the Commission de- 
clines to make the change requested in 
this comment. However, the Commis- 
sion will consider the suggestions in 
this comment before issuing final reg- 
ulations to prescribe a reasonable test- 
ing program to support certification of 
compliance with the standard. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL DURABILITY TESTS 


In addition to the impact test, the 
standard also requires that some glaz- 
ing materials must be subjected to ac- 
celerated environmental durability 
tests. The materials which must be 
subject to environmental testing and 
the tests required for each such mate- 
rial are summarized in § 1201.4(a)(2) 
and Table 1 of the standard. 

Table 1 states that plastics must be 
subjected to a simulated weathering 
test. This test requires exposure of 
specimens in a xenon arc Weather- 
Ometer for a period of 1,200 hours, as 
specified by § 1201.4(d)(2)(ii) of the 
standard. 

When the Commission issued the 
final standard on January 6, 1977 (42 
FR 1427), it stated that an exposure of 
1,200 hours in a xenon arc Weather- 
Ometer had been estimated to repre- 
sent the equivalent ultraviolet expo- 
sure of 2,000 hours in the twin en- 
closed carbon arc Weather-Ometer 
used by many testers, and of 375,000 
langleys of solar irradiation. 

On October 3, 1977, the Commission 
proposed an amendment of 
§ 1201.4(d)(2)(ii) of the standard to in- 
crease the period of exposure in the 
xenon arc Weather-Ometer from 1,200 
hours to 3,480 hours (42 FR 53798 at 
53800). 

The amendment was proposed in re- 
sponse to a petition from the Plastic 
Safety Glazing Committee which re- 
quested the Commission to change the 
environmental durability tests for 
plastic either by specifying use of the 
carbon arc Weather-Ometer, or by ex- 
tending the period of exposure in the 
xenon arc Weather-Ometer to 3,480 
hours. 

At the time the Commission pro- 
posed this amendment, preliminary re- 
sults of an interlaboratory testing pro- 
gram sponsored by the American Na- 
tional Standards Institute (ANSI) indi- 
cated that an exposure period of 1,200 
hours in the xenon arc Weather- 
Ometer does not simulate 375,000 
langleys of solar irradiation or pro- 
duce the equivalent of 2,000 hours in 
the twin enclosed carbon arc Weather- 
Ometer. 

A comment from a manufacturer of 
plastic glazing materials states that 
while an exposure period of 3,480 
hours is more realistic than 1,200 
hours, definitive test results are not 
yet available to establish that expo- 
sure of specimens for 3,480 hours in a 
xenon arc Weather-Ometer is the 
equivalent of 2,000 hours exposure in 
the twin enclosed carbon arc Weather- 
Ometer. 

At this time, some work remains to 
be completed in the ANSI interlabora- 
tory test program. The Commission 
staff is unaware of any other test re- 
sults or data to establish the precise 
period of exposure in a xenon arc 
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Weather-Ometer which is equivalent 
to 2,000 hours exposure in the twin en- 
closed carbon arc Weather-Ometer. 

Although information currently 
available to the Commission indicates 
that increasing the period of exposure 
in the xenon arc Weather-Ometer will 
make that exposure more nearly 
equivalent to 2,000 hours in a twin en- 
closed carbon arc Weather-Ometer, 
the Commission has decided not to fi- 
nalize the proposed amendment to 
§ 1201.4(d)(2)(ii) at this time. 

While the Commission is not obligat- 
ed to refrain from taking action on the 
proposal to extend the period of expo- 
sure in the xenon arc Weather-Ometer 
until completion of the ANSI interla- 
boratory test program, the Commis- 
sion is concerned that the results of 
that study may support some period of 
exposure in the xenon arc Weather- 
Ometer other than 3,480 hours. Addi- 
tionally, the Commission now has 
under consideration two other peti- 
tions requesting changes to the envi- 
ronmental durability test procedures 
for plastics. 

Any change to the requirements of 
the standard will result in some cost to 
industries affected by that change as 
they determine whether products sub- 
ject to the standard comply with the 
revised requirements; modify products 
to meet revised requirements; or 
remove products from the market 
which cannot meet the revised re- 
quirements. In order to avoid a series 
of amendments to the environmental 
durability test procedures for plastics, 
the Commission desires to act at one 
time on all of the changes to those 
provisions which have been proposed 
or requested. Consequently, the pro- 
posed amendment to § 1201.4(d)(2)¢ii) 
is.not included in the amendments to 
the standard issued below. 

The Commission has not withdrawn 
the amendment to § 1201.4(d)(2)¢ii) 
proposed on October 3, 1977, but 
rather has deferred any final action 
on that proposal until a later date. All 
comments addressed to that proposal 
will be considered before the Commis- 
sion takes any final action on the pro- 
posed amendment of § 1201.4(d)(2)(ii). 


OTHER ISSUES 


Included in the comments received 
in response to the proposal of October 
3, 1977, were suggestions for changes 
to provisions of the standard other 
than those specific sections which 
were the subject of the proposed 
amendments. Because these sugges- 
tions concern matters outside the 
scope of the proposed amendments, 
they have not been discussed in this 
document. 


CONCLUSION 


After consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed on October 3, 1977, 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


and the comments received in re- 
sponse to the proposed amendments, 
the Commission concludes that the 
Safety Standard for Architectural 
Glazing Materials should be amended 
as set forth below. Therefore, pursu- 
ant to provisions of the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (sec. 9(e), Pub.L. 
92-573; 15 U.S.C. 2058(e)) and the Ad- 
ministrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553), the Commission amends the 
Safety Standard for Architectural 
Glazing Materials by revising 16 CFR 
§ 1201.2(a)(10)Ciii), 1201.4(b)(1)¢iii), 
1201.4(b)(2)(i), 1201.4(b)(2)Cii) 
1201.4(d)(2)(ii) and figure 3, as follows: 


§ 1201.2 Definitions. 
(a) As used in this Part 1201: 


s . * s bal 


(10) “Glazed panel’? means a glazing 
material used in any building listed in 
§ 1201.1(b) that is: 


* * . 2 » 


(iii) In all buildings other than resi- 
dential buildings, all panels, not de- 
scribed in paragraph (a)(10)(ii) of this 
section where: 

(A) The lowest edge of the glazing 
material is less than 18 inches (46 
centimeters) above any floor or any 
walking surface; and 

(B) The exposed glazing material in 
such panel exceeds 9 square feet (0.3 
square meters); and 

(C) There is a walking surface on 
both sides, each of which is within 36 
inches (92 centimeters) of such panel 
and the horizontal planes of such 
walking surfaces are within 12 inches 
(31 centimeters) of each other. For 
purposes of this § 1201.2(a)(10)(iii), the 
term “walking surface” shall include 
any floor, sidewalk, pathway, or simi- 
lar surface which has been paved or 
prepared to accommodate pedestrian 
traffic. 


> * ° 
§ 1201.4 Test procedures. 


. * * ™ = 


(b) Test equipment—(1) Impact test 
frame and subframe. * * * 

(iii) The inner subframe (see figures 
2, 3, and 4) for securing the test speci- 
men on all four edges shall be rein- 
forced at each corner. The material is 
shown as wood in figure 3, but other 
materials may be used provided the 
test specimen will contact only the 
neoprene strips. 


e . 2 * ” 


(2) Impactor. (i) The impactor shall 
be a leather punching bag as shu an in 
figure 5 on this section. The bag shall 
be filled with No. 7% chilled lead shot 


to a total weight of completed assem- 
bly as shown in figure 5, of 100 pounds 
+4 ounces (45.36+0.11 kilograms). 
The rubber bladder shall be left in 
place and filled through a hole cut 
into the upper part. After filling the 
rubber bladder, the top should be 
either twisted around the threaded 
metal rod below the metal sleeve or 
pulled over the metal sleeve and tied 
with a cord or leather thong. Note 
that the hanging strap must be re- 
moved. The bag should be laced in the 
normal manner. The exterior of the 
bag shall be completely covered by % 
inch (1.3 centimeters) wide glass fila- 
ment reinforced pressure sensitive 
tape. (Figure 5.) 

(ii) Provisions shall be made for rais- 
ing the impactor to drop heights of up 
to 48 inches (1.22 meters). At its re- 
lease it shall have been supported so 
that the rod going through its center 
was in line with the steel support cable 
in a manner designed to minimize 
wobble or oscillation after its release. 


(Sec. 9(e), Pub. L. 92-573, 86 Stat. 1215; (15 
U.S.C. 2058(e)); (5 U.S.C. 553).) 


Effective date. The amendments 
issued herein shall become effective 
on October 27, 1978. 


Dated: September 22, 1978. 


SaDYE E. Dunn, 
Acting Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. 
{FR Doc. 78-27125 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[1505-01] 


Title 17—Commodity and Securities 
Exchanges 


CHAPTER ll—SECURITIES AND 
EXCHANGE COMMISSION 


(Release Nos. 33-5973, 34-15135, 35-20699, 
IC-10389, AS 254] 


PART 210—FORM AND CONTENT OF 
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, SECURi- 
TIES ACT OF 1933, SECURITIES EX- 
CHANGE ACT OF 1934, PUBLIC 
UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT 
OF 1935, INVESTMENT COMPANY 
ACT OF 1940, AND ENERGY 
POLICY AND CONSERVATION ACT 
OF 1975 


Requirements for Form and Content 
of Financial Statements of Bank 
Holding Companies and Banks 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-25887, appearing at 
page 41022, in the issue for Thursday, 
September 14, 1978, make the follow- 
ing changes: 
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(1) On page 41024, first column, 
under the heading “Investment Secu- 
rities”, the sixth line now reading 
“* * * been changed by revising the 
definition * * *”’, should have read 
“* * * been deleted entirely. The re- 
quirement for disclosure of concentra- 
tion in the securities of an issuer has 
been changed by revising the defini- 
tion * * *”, 


(2) In the provisions set forth under 
§ 210.9-02, in the middle column of 
page 41025, paragraph (e), change the 
footnote and its reference now reading 
66a? to $527. 

(3) In the provisions set forth for 
§ 210.9-03, in the first column of page 
41027, in paragraph 14, change the 
footnote and its reference now reading 
66599 to “ag 

(4) In §210.9-05, in Schedule I, 


change the footnote and its reference 
now reading “‘®”’ to “3”. 


[8010-01] 
CRelease No. 33-5979] 


PART 230—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, SECURITIES ACT OF 
1933 


Resales of Securities 


AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rules. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is 
amending two rules which provide safe 
harbors for the resale of securities to 
the public. The amendments will: (1) 
Relax the limitations on the amount 
of securities that can be sold under 


the rules; (2) permit persons selling se-. 


curities under the rules to deal direct- 
ly with a market maker in lieu of en- 
gaging a broker; and (3) exempt es- 
tates and beneficiaries thereof who 
are not affiliates of the issuer of the 
securities from the requirement that 
all sales transactions under the rules 
be conducted through a broker or di- 
rectly with a market maker. The 
amendments are being adopted in 
order to relax certain requirements of 
the rules which appear to be more 
burdensome than necessary. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 25, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Peter J. Romeo, Division of Corpora- 
tion Finance, Securities and. Ex- 
change Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549, 202-755-1240. 


INFORMATION 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Commission today announced the 
adoption of various amendments to 
rule 144 (17 CFR 230.144) and rule 148 
(17 CFR 230.148) under the Securities 
Act of 1933 (“1933 Act’) (15 U.S.C. 77a 
et seq.). The amendments are intended 
to reduce the burdens imposed by the 
above rules in a manner that is con- 
sistent with the purpose and underly- 
ing policy of the 1933 Act to protect 
investors. In a related action, the Com- 
mission has determined to publish a 
separate release in the near future in- 
viting public comments on certain pro- 
posed amendments to rules 144 and 
148 which also are designed to limit 
the burdensome effects of those rules. 


BACKGROUND 


Rule 144 prescribes standards which, 
if met, permit holders of restricted se- 
curities! as well as affiliates? of an 
issuer to sell their securities publicily 
without registration and without 
being deemed underwriters * under the 
1933 Act. Rule 148 similarly provides a 
safe harbor for the resale of securities 
acquired in bankuptcy proceedings. 

At the time rule 144 was adopted, it 
was considered to be an experiment 
whose operation would be monitored 
by the Commission.‘ The rule now has 
been in existence for over 6 years and 
appears generally to have operated 
well insofar as achieving its intended 
purposes under the 1933 Act is con- 
cerned. It has, however, been subject 
in recent years to the criticism that its 
requirements, particularly those limit- 
ing the amount of securities that can 
be sold under it, are more stringent 
than necessary.° 

The Commission has not been un- 
mindful of the critical comments con- 
cerning rule 144, as evidenced by cer- 


1The term “restricted securities” includes 
securities acquired in nonpublic offerings, 
such as those under sec. 4(2) of the 1933 
Act, as well as securities acquired in offer- 
ings made in reliance upon rule 240 (17 CFR 
230.240) under the Act. 

2An “affiliate” of an entity is defined in 
rule 405 (17 CFR 230.405) under the 1933 
Act as “a person that directly, or indirectly 
through one or more intermediaries, con- 
trols, or is controlled by, or is under 
common control with, the (entity).” 

’The term “underwriter” is broadly de- 
fined in sec. 2(11) of the 1933 Act and in- 
cludes persons who acquire securities “with 
a view to * * * distribution.” 

‘See in this regard the portion of release 
No. 33-5223 (Jan. 11, 1972) (37 FR 591) enti- 
tled “Operation of the Rule.” 

5For example, the report of the SBA Task 
Force on Venture and Equity Capital for 
Small Business, U.S. Small Business Admin- 
stration (January 1977) recommends that 
the requirements of the rule be relaxed 
somewhat. In addition, serveral persons tes- 
tified at the Commission’s recent hearings 
on small business that the rule should be 
modified in various respects. 
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tain of its actions in recent years. for 
example, in release No. 33-5613 (Sep- 
tember 11, 1975) (40 FR 44541) it re- 
laxed somewhat the volume limits ap- 
plicable to sales of exchange-traded se- 
curities under the rule. This was ac- 
complished by permitting NASDAQ ® 
volume figures to be aggregated with 
exchange volume figures in determin- 
ing the maximum amount of such se- 
curities that could be sold under the 
rule. In release No. 33-5717 (June 8, 
1976) (41 FR 24701) it further relaxed 
the volume limitations of rule 144 by 
permitting trading data appearing on 
the consolidated transaction reporting 
system contemplated by rule 17a-15 
(17 CFR 240.17a-15) under the Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 (“1934 Act’) 
(15 U.S.C. 78a et seq.) to be used in de- 
termining the amount of exchange- 
listed securities which may be sold 
under the rule. In addition, the Com- 
mission invited public comments in 
that release on the need for further 
modifying the volume limitations of 
the rule. Finally, it authorized its Di- 
rectorate of Economic and Policy Re- 
search (“EPR”) to conduct a study of 
sales under the rule to assess the 
market impact of the rule’s volume 
limitations. 

EPR recently completed its study 
and submitted its findings to the Com- 
mission.?7 The study encompassed a 
sample of 155 large transactions in ex- 
change-listed securities only. The 
study concluded that: “In the aggre- 
gate, there did not appear to be any 
significant adverse price impacts asso- 
ciated with rule 144 transactions.” ° It 
further stated that ‘“* * * if the quan- 
tity limitation were relaxed, potential 
adverse price effects might be ob- 
served * * * [b]Jut there is evidence 
which mutes this concern.” ' 

The EPR study suggests that the 
volume limitations of rule 144 can be 
relaxed on an experimental basis. In 
light of that study, as well as its con- 
cern that the rule may be more re- 
strictive than necessary in its present 
form, the Commission has determined 
to relax rule 144 in certain significant 
respects. Similar changes also are 
being made in rule 148 in line with the 
Commission’s statement at the time it 
adopted the rule that if the rule 144 
volume limitations were relaxed as a 


SNASDAQ is the name of the automated 
quotation service of the NASD, Inc. 

7The study is entitled ““An Analysis of the 
Rule 144 Volume Limitations” (hereinafter 
the “EPR study’) and is available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s public refer- 
ence room located at 1100 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

8A study of the volume limitation provi- 
sions of rule 144 with respect to over-the- 
counter securities is currently in progress 
but will likely neither be as timely nor as re- 
liable as the already completed study due to 
data limitations. 

°EPR study, 21. 

10 Tbid., 22-23. 
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result of the EPR study it anticipated 
making corresponding changes in rule 
148.'! In addition to the changes being 
adopted today, which are described in 
the next section of this release, certain 
additional revisions to rules 144 and 
148 will, as previously noted, be pro- 
posed for public comment in a sepa- 
rate release. 


DISCUSSION OF THE CHANGES 


The provisions of rules 144 and 148 
that are being revised involve the 
volume limitation and _ brokerage 
transaction requirements of those 
rules. 


A. VOLUME LIMITATIONS 


Prior to the amendments announced 
today, paragraph (e) of rule 144 pro- 
vided that the amount of securities 
that could be sold under the rule 
during any 6-month period could not 
exceed the following: (a) For securities 
listed on a national securities ex- 
change (“listed securities”), the lesser 
of either 1 percent of the shares or 
other units of the class outstanding or 
the average weekly trading volume 
during the 4-week period immediately 
preceding the sale; and (b) for securi- 
ties not listed on an exchange (“unlist- 
ed securities’), 1 percent of the out- 
standing securities of the class. Rule 
148 provided in paragraph (b)(1) 
thereof that the volume limit during 
any 6-month period shall be 1 percent 
of the sum of those securities of the 
class which are outstanding and those 
which are reserved for future issuance 
to settle claims and interests arising 
from bankruptcy proceedings. 

The amendments to the above provi- 
sions announced today involve two 
major changes. First, the 6-month 
period for measuring sales under the 
rules has been reduced to 3 months. 
Second, the standard used in rule 144 
to determine the amount of securities 
that may be sold during the measuring 
period has been revised to permit, for 
both listed and unlisted securities, the 
sale of the greater of 1 percent of the 
outstanding securities of the class or 
the average weekly trading volume 
during the 4 calendar weeks preceding 
the sale. A similar change also has 
been made in rule 148.2 These revi- 
sions will more than double the 
amount of securities that formerly 
could be sold under the rules.'* In ad- 


"Release No. 33-5918 (Mar. 29, 1978) (43 
FR 14445). 

For purposes of rule 148, the base upon 
which the 1-percent standard will be com- 
puted will include, in addition to the out- 
standing securities of the class, the securi- 
ties reserved for future issuance in settle- 
ment of claims or interests. 

13In view of the substantial increase in the 
amount of securities that will now be per- 
mitted to be sold under rules 144 and 148, 
consideration should be given by persons 
who may be subject to rule 10b-6 (17 CFR 
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dition, the changes will have the effect 
of eliminating the disparity that for- 
merly existed in rule 144 between the 
volume standards for listed securities 
and those for unlisted securities. 

It should be noted that in computing 
the average weekly trading volume for 
purposes of the revised volume stand- 
ards, both exchange volume and 
NASDAQ volume will continue to be 
included in such computations. And, 
to the extent that volume figures are 
available through the consolidated 
transaction reporting system contem- 
plated by rule 17a-15 under the 1934 
Act, such figures also will continue to 
be considered in determining the 
volume limits. Of course, if volume fig- 
ures are not available through an ex- 
change, NASDAQ, or the consolidated 
transaction reporting system, the 
amount limitation for purposes of rule 
144 will have to be based solely on 1 
percent of the outstanding securities 
of the class. 

In adopting the changes described 
above, the Commission wishes to em- 
phasize that they are experimental in 
nature and are subject to review as to 
their effect on the marketplace. Be- 
cause no one can predict in advance 
the point at which market disruptions 
due to excessive sales under rules 144 
and 148 may occur, it is necessary to 
be somewhat arbitrary in selecting the 
limits for sales under the rules. While 
the changes announced today repre- 
sent the Commission’s best estimate at 
this time as to acceptable volume 
limits, the possibility exists that they 
may prove to be unsatisfactory. For 
that reason, the Commission intends 
to monitor their effects and may con- 
sider further amendments to the 
volume limits at some future date. 


B. BROKERS’ TRANSACTION REQUIREMENT 


Rule 144 until now has required per- 
sons relying on the rule for the sale of 
securities to effect all such sales in 
brokers’ transactions. The broker in 
turn has been prohibited by the rule 
from soliciting orders to buy the secu- 
rities, and the seller has not been per- 
mitted to make payments in connec- 
tion with the sale of the securities to 
any person other than the broker. 
Rule 148 has contained a similar re- 
quirement. 

The Commission has determined to 
make two changes in the brokers’ 
transaction requirement, as explained 
in the paragraphs which follow: (1) 
Transactions directly with a market 
maker will be permitted in lieu of bro- 
kers’ transactions; and (2) estates and 
beneficiaries thereof who are not af- 
filiates of the issuer will be exempted 


240.10b-6) under the 1934 Act to whether 
sales under the liberalized volume limita- 
tions of rules 144 and 148, under certain cir- 
cumstances, may involve distributions for 
purposes of rule 10b-6. 


from the brokers’ transaction require- 
ment. The prohibitions against the so- 
licitation of buy orders and making 
payments to any person other than 
the broker, however, have not been 
changed and therefore will continue to 
apply. 


1. TRANSACTIONS WITH A MARKET MAKER 


The brokers’ transaction require- 
ment of rules 144 and 148 was included 
to insure that persons selling under 
those rules did not solicit orders to 
buy the securities in connection with 
such transactions. Such solicitations 
not only are inconsistent with the 
effort in those rules to limit sales to 
“routine trading transactions” but also 
raise the corresponding concern 
whether such persons are participat- 
ing in a distribution of the securities 
being sold. The brokers’ transaction 
requirement appears, however, to 
impose unnecessary expense by requir- 
ing the interpositioning of a broker in 
those situations where a seller could 
trade directly with a market maker, 
absent the brokers’ transaction re- 
quirement. Because a market maker, 
by definition, holds himself out as 
willing to buy that particular security 
on a regular or continuous basis, a 
seller should not, for purposes of rules 
144 and 148, be considered to have so- 
licited a trade directly with a market 
maker. The Commission finds no 
policy reason why a seller should not 
be able to trade directly with a market 
maker under essentially the same cir- 
cumstances that he could trade indi- 
rectly with that market maker 
through a broker and, accordingly, has 
revised_rules 144 and 148 to eliminate 
the brokers’ transaction requirement 
in such situations. 


2. EXEMPTION FOR NONAFFILIATED 
ESTATES AND BENEFICIARIES 


The brokers’ transaction require- 
ments of rules 144 and 148 presently 
apply to all securities sold under those 
rules, regardless of the nature of the 
seller. The rule has been criticized on 
the ground that it is not always possi- 
ble for estates or beneficiaries thereof 
who are not affiliates of the issuer to 
sell blocks of restricted securities in 
brokers’ transactions in those circum- 
stances where the issuer is small and 
there is no ready market for its securi- 
ties. In view of the special circum- 
stances attendant to securities ac- 
quired by or from an estate, as well as 
the fact that nonaffiliated estates and 


4Sec. 3(a)(38) of the 1934 Act defines the 
term “market maker” to mean “any special- 
ist permitted to act as a dealer, any dealer 
acting in the capacity of block positioner, 
and any dealer who, with respect to a securi- 
ty, holds himself out (by entering quota- 
tions in an interdealer communications 
system or otherwise) as being willing to buy 
and sell such security for his own account 
on a regular or continuous basis. 
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beneficiaries are exempted from the 
holding period * and volume limita- 
tion ** requirements of rule 144, the 
Commission has determined to provide 
a similar exemption from the brokers’ 
transaction requirement as well. A cor- 
responding change is also being made 
in rule 148. 


TEXT OF THE AMENDMENT 


I. 17 CFR 230.144 is amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 230.144 Persons deemed not to be en- 
gaged in a distribution and therefore 
not underwriters. 


s * * * * 


(e) Limitation on amount of securi- 
ties sold. Except as hereinafter pro- 
vided, the amount of securities which 
may be sold in reliance upon this rule 
shall be determined as follows: 

(1) Sales by affiliates. If restricted or 
other securities are sold for the ac- 
count of an affiliate of the issuer, the 
amount of securities sold, together 
with all sales of restricted and other 
securities of the same class for the ac- 
count of such person within the pre- 
ceding 3 months, shall not exceed the 
greater of (i) 1 percent of the shares 
or other units of the class outstanding 
as shown by the most recent report or 
statement published by the issuer, or 
(ii) the average weekly reported 
volume of trading in such securities on 
all national securities exchanges and 
reported through the automated quo- 
tation system of a registered securities 
association during the 4 calendar 
weeks preceding the filing of notice re- 
quired by paragraph (h), or if no such 
notice is required, the date of receipt 
of the order to execute the transaction 
by the broker or the date of execution 
of the transaction directly with a 
market maker, or (iii) the average 
weekly volume of trading in such secu- 
rities reported through the consolidat- 
ed transaction reporting system con- 
templated by rule 17a-15 under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
during the 4-week period specified in 
subdivision (ii) of this subparagraph. 

(2) Sales by persons other than affili- 
ates. The amount of restricted securi- 
ties sold for the account of any person 
other than an affiliate of the issuer, 
together with all other sales of re- 
stricted securities of the same class for 
the account of such person within the 
preceding 3 months, shall not exceed 
the amount specified in paragraph (e) 
(1)qi), (DGD, or (1)diii) of this section, 
whichever is applicable. 


* * * * : s 


(f) Manner of sale. The securities 
shall be sold in ‘“‘brokers’ transactions’ 


15 See par. (d)(4)(vii) of rule 144. 
16 See par. (e)(3)(v) of rule 144. 
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within the meaning of section 4(4) of 
the Act or in transactions directly 
with a “market maker,” as that term is 
defined in section 3(a)(38) of the Secu- 
rities Exchange Act of 1934, and the 
person selling the securities shall not 
(1) solicit or arrange for the solicita- 
tion of orders to buy the securities in 
anticipation of or in connection with 
such transactions, or (2) make any 
payment in connection with the offer 
or sale of the securities to any person 
other than the broker who executes 
the order to sell the securities. The re- 
quirements of this paragraph, howev- 
er, shall not apply to securities sold 
for the account of the estate of a de- 
ceased person or for the account of a 
beneficiary of such estate: Provided, 
The estate or beneficiary thereof is 
not an affiliate of the issuer. 


* a « » . 


II. 17 CFR 230.148 is amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 230.148 Persons deemed not to be under- 
writers of securities issued or sold in 
connection with bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. 


* * * * £ 


(b) Securities issued under a plan. A 
person or entity who acquires securi- 
ties issued under a plan in a transac- 
tion exempt from the registration re- 
quirements of the Securities Act of 
1933 shall not be deemed an under- 
writer within the meaning of section 
2(11) of the Act with respect to resales 
of such securities if all of the follow- 
ing conditions are met: 

(1) Volume limitation. The amount 
of securities sold for the account of 
such person or entity during any 3- 
month period shall not exceed the 
greater of (i) 1 percent of the sum of 
the number of shares or other units of 
the class issued and outstanding and 
the number of shares or units of the 
class reserved for future issuance in 
respect of claims and interests filed 
and allowed under the plan, as shown 
by the most recent report or state- 
ment published by the issuer, or (ii) 
the average weekly reported volume of 
trading in such securities on all na- 
tional securities exchanges and report- 
ed through the automated quotation 
system of a registered securities associ- 
ation during the 4 calendar weeks pre- 
ceding the date of receipt of the order 
to execute the transaction by the 
broker or the date of execution of the 
transaction directly with a market 
maker, or (iii) the average weekly 
volume of trading in such securities re- 
ported through the consolidated trans- 
action reporting system contemplated 
by rule 17a-15 under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 during the 4- 
week period specified in subdivision 
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(ii) of this subparagraph. For the pur- 
pose of determining the limitation on 
the amount of securities sold, all secu- 
rities of the same class sold under this 
rule by persons or entities acting in 
concert shall be aggregated. 


* * * * * 


(3) Manner of sale. The securities 
shall be sold in ‘brokers’ transactions” 
within the meaning of section 4(4) of 
the Securities Act or in the transac- 
tions directly with a ‘market maker,” 
as that term is defined in section 
3(a)(38) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934, and the person selling the 
securities shall not (i) solicit or ar- 
range for the solicitation of orders to 
buy the securities in anticipation of or 
in connection with such transactions, 
or (ii) make any payment in connec- 
tion with the offer or sale of the secu- 
rities to any person other than the 
broker who executes the order to sell 
the securities. The requirements of 
this paragraph, however, shall not 
apply to securities sold for the account 
of the estate of a deceased person or 
for the account of a beneficiary of 
such estate, provided the estate or 
beneficiary thereof is not an affiliate 
of the issuer. For the purposes of this 
rule, the term “brokers’ transactions” 
shall be deemed to include transac- 
tions of the type described in rule 
144(g) (§ 230.144(g)) under the Securi-. 
ties Act. 


* * % * s 


(Secs. 2(11), 4(1), 4(4), 19(a), 48 Stat. 74, 77, 
85; secs. 201, 203, 209, 210, 48 Stat. 904, 906, 
908; secs. 1-4, 6, 68 Stat. 683, 684; sec. 12, 78 
Stat. 580 (15 U.S.C. 77b(11), T7d(1), 77d(4), 
Tis(a)).) 


STATUTORY BASIS AND EFFECTIVE DATE 


The amendments to rules 144 and 
148 have been adopted by the Commis- 
sion pursuant to the Securities Act of 
1933, particularly sections 2(11), 4(1), 
4(4), and 19(a) thereof. The amend- 
ments will become effective on Sep- 
tember 25, 1978. 

Because all of the amendments 
adopted today represent a relaxation 
of existing requirements that were 
previously published for comment pur- 
suant to the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 533), the Commission 
finds that prior notice and public com- 
ment under the Act are not necessary. 


By the Commission. 
GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 
[FR Doc. 27194 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[8230-01] 
Title 22—Foreign Relations 


CHAPTER V—INTERNATIONAL 
COMMUNICATION AGENCY 


CHANGE TO AGENCY ACRONYM 


AGENCY: International Communica- 
tion Agency. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document changes 
the Agency’s acronym appearing in 
Chapter V. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 27, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Jane S. Grymes, Management Ana- 
lyst, Management Analysis/Regula- 
tions Staff, Associate Directorate for 
Management, International Commu- 
nication Agency, Washington, D.C. 
20547, 202-523-4454, 


Wherever the term ICA appears in 
Title 22, CFR, Chapter V, it should be 
changed to read USICA. 


JOHN E. REINHARDT 
Director. 


INFORMATION 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27196 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-22] 
Title 23—Highways 


CHAPTER I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY AD- 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


SUBCHAPTER G—ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC 
OPERATIONS 


(FHWA Docket No. 78-14] 


PART 660—SPECIAL PROGRAMS 
(DIRECT FEDERAL) 


Subpart E—Highways for National 
Defense 


AGENCY: Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule is intended to 
prescribe the policies and procedures 
of the Federal Highway Administra- 
tion (FHWA) governing the evaluation 
of access-road needs and the adminis- 
tration of related projects funded by 
the Department of Defense (DOD). 
The defense access-roads program pro- 
vides a means by which the Federal 
Government can pay its fair share of 
the cost of improvements needed for 
adequate highway service to defense 
installations, replacement of highways 
closed by the establishment or expan- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


sion of defense installations, and 
repair of highways damaged by major 
military maneuvers or defense con- 
struction. The FHWA will serve as an 
independent evaluator of access-road 
needs and administer defense access- 
road projects in accordance with Fed- 
eral-aid procedures. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 2, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles L. Kolsky, Office of High- 
way Operations, 202-426-0466; or 
Lee J. Burstyn, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, 202-426-0799, Federal 
Highway Administration, 400 Sev- 
enth Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590. Office hours are from 7:45 
am. to 4:15 p.m. et. Monday 
through Friday. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This rule defines the policies and pro- 
cedures governing access-road needs 
evaluations and/or projects financed 
by the DOD and administered by 
FHWA under authority of 23 U.S.C. 
210. All changes have been made in ac- 
cordance with the objectives mandat- 
ed by 23 U.S.C. 101(e). 

The FHWA will serve as an inde- 
pendent evaluator of access-road needs 
while the responsibility for determin- 
ing eligibility remains with the DOD 
or other funding agency. 

The promulgation of this rule is nec- 
essary so that FHWA’s responsibility 
in regard to roads funded with defense 


access funds can be clearly understood ~ 


by highway officers and other con- 
cerned parties. The implemention of 
this regulation will assist the Wash- 
ington office in resolving highway 
matters having defense implications. 
Determination of the highway agency 
which will accomplish the location, 
design, and construction of the pro- 
jects covered will be made by the 
FHWA Division Administrator. é 

Anyone wishing to submit written 
comments related to this regulation is 
advised to submit them to FHWA 
docket No. 78-14, room 4205, Federal 
Highway Administration, 400 Seventh 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
These comments will be considered in 
processing future revisions to this reg- 
ulation. All comments will be available 
for examination between the hours of 
7:45 a.m. and 4:15 p.m. in Room 4205 
at the above address. 

This regulation codifies the policies 
and procedures contained in the Fed- 
eral-Aid Highway Program Manual, 
volume 6, chapter 9, section 5,! former- 
ly Policy and Procedure Memorandum 
(PPM) 22-1. 


NotTEe.—The Federal Highway Administra- 
tion has determined that this document 


1The Federal-Aid Highway Program 
Manual is available for inspection and copy- 
ing as prescribed in 49 CFR Part 7, App. D. 


does not contain a major proposal according 
to the criteria established by the Depart- 
ment of Transportation pursuant to E.O. 
12044. 


Issued on September 18, 1978. 


KARL S. BOWERs, 
Federal Highway Administrator. 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
the Federal Highway Administration 
is amending chapter I of Title 23, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 660 by 
adding a new subpart E as set forth 
below. 


Subpart E—Highways for National Defense 


Sec. 

660.501 
660.503 
660.505 


Purpose. 

Objectives. 
Definitions. 
660.507 Missile installations and facilities. 
660.509 Project administration. ‘ 
660.511 Standards. 

AUTHORITY: 23 U.S.C. 210, 315; 49 CFR 
1.48(b). 


Subpart E—Highways for National 
Defense 


§ 660.501 Purpose. 


To prescribe policies and procedures 
governing access-road needs evalua- 
tions and administration of projects fi- 
nanced under the defense access roads 
and other defense related special high- 
way programs. 


§ 660.503 Objectives. 


The defense access-roads program 
provides a means by which the Feder- 
al Government may pay its fair share 
of the cost of: 

(a) Highway improvements needed 
for adequate highway service to de- 
fense and defense-related installations. 

(b) New highways to replace those 
which must be closed to permit estab- 
lishment or expansion of defense in- 
stallations. 

(c) Repair of damages to highways 
caused by major military maneuvers. 

(d) Repair of damages due to the ac- 
tivities of contractors engaged in the 
construction of missile sites. 


§ 660.505 Definitions. 


(a) Defense installation. A military 
reservation or installation, defense-re- 
lated industry, or source of raw mate- 
rials. Z 

(b) Military Traffic Management 
Command (MTMC). The _ military 
transportation agency with responsi- 
bilities assigned by the Secretary of 
Defense for maintaining liaison with 
the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) and other agencies in the in- 
tegration of defense needs into the Na- 
tion’s highway program. 

(c) Certification. The statement to 
the Secretary of Transportation by 
the Secretary of Defense (or such 
other official as the President may 
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designate) that certain roads are im- 
portant to the national defense. 

(d) Access road. An existing or po- 
posed public highway which is needed 
to provide essential highway transpor- 
tation services to a defense installa- 
tion. (This definition may include 
public highways through military in- 
stallations only when right-of-way for 
such roads is dedicated to public use 
and the roads are maintained by civil 
authority.) 

(e) Replacement road. A public road 
constructed to replace one closed by 
establishment of a new or the expan- 
sion of an old defense installation. 

(f) Maneuver area road. A public 
road in an area delineated by official 
orders for field maneuvers or exercises 
of military forces. 


§ 660.507 Missile instal:ations and facili- 
ties. 


Damage to public highways. Should 
damage occur to public highways as a 
result of construction activities, the 
contractor would normally be held re- 
sponsible for restoring the damages. 
However, should the contractor deny 
responsibility, restoration is provided 
for under Section 210(h), Title 23, 
United States Code. 

(a) Restoration under the contract. 
(1) The highway agency having juris- 
diction over the road shall take appro- 
priate actions, such as load and speed 
restrictions, to protect the highway. 
When extensive damages is anticipat- 
ed and the contractor under the terms 
of the contract is responsible, it may 
be necessary to require a performance 
bond to assure restoration. 

(2) If the contractor does not proper- 
ly maintain the roads when requested 
in writing, the highway agency having 
jurisdiction over the road shall per- 
form extraordinary maintenance as 
necessary to keep the roads service- 
able and maintain adequate support- 
ing records of the work performed. 
Claims shall be presented to the con- 
tractor for this extraordinary mainte- 
nance and any other work required to 
restore the roads. If the contractor 
denies responsibility, the claim with 
the required supporting document 
shall be presented to the contracting 
officer. 

(b) Restoration under section 210(h). 
(1) To implement section 210(h), the 
Department of Defense (DOD) must 
make the determination that a con- 
tractor for a missile installation or fa- 
cility did not include in the bid the 
cost of repairing damage caused to 
public highways by the operation of 
contractor vehicles and equipment. 
The FHWA must then make the deter- 
mination that the State highway 
agency is or has been unable to pre- 
vent such damage by restrictions upon 
the use of the highways without inter- 
ference with or delay in the comple- 
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tion of the contract. If these determi- 
nations are made, the Division Admin- 
istrator will be authorized by the 
Washington headquarters to reim- 
burse the highway agency for the cost 
of the work necessary to keep the 
roads in a serviceable condition. 

(2) Upon receipt of a damage claim, 
division office representatives accom- 
panied by representatives of the agen- 
cies that made the original condition 
survey will inspect the roads on which 
damage is claimed. The Division Ad- 
ministrator shall then prepare an esti- 
mate of the cost of restoring the roads 
to original condition as well as any do- 
cumented cost for extraordinary main- 
tenance for which reimbursement has 
not been received. No allowance for 
upgrading the roads shall be included. 


§ 660.509 Project administration. 


(a) Defense access-road projects 
shall be administered in accordance 
with Federal-aid procedures. No proj- 
ect revision may be approved by a 
FHWA field office which would result 
in exceeding the amount of defense 
access-road funds allocated for that 
project without prior authorization. 
Prior authorization shall also be ob- 
tained before approving any project 
revisions which entail substantial devi- 
ations from the design, location, or 
length of the project as described in 
the project papers upon which the cer- 
tification was based. 

(b) Defense access-road funds shall 
not be substituted for the State’s 
matching share of the Federal-aid por- 
tion of a project. 

(c) A firm commitment from the 
State or local highway agency, within 
whose jurisdiction the access-road lies, 
that it will accept the responsibility 
for maintenance of the completed fa- 
cility shall be furnished before au- 
thorization of acquisition of right-of- 
way or construction of a project can 
proceed. 


§ 660.511 Standards. 


Access-roads to permanent defense 
installations and all replacement roads 
shall be designed to conform to the 
same standards as the agency having 
jurisdiction is currently using for 
other comparable highways under sim- 
ilar conditions in the area. In general, 
the design shall conform to the Ameri- 
can Association of State Highway 
Transportation officials’ standards. 
Should local agencies desire higher 
standards than are currently being 
used for other comparable highways 
under similar conditions in the area, 
they shall finance the increases in 
cost. 


[FR Doc. 78-27205 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[1505-01] 


Title 41—Public Contracts and 
Property Management 


CHAPTER 14—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 


PART 14-1—GENERAL 


implementation of Program To In- 
crease Contracting Participation of 
Minority Business Enterprises 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-260-24, appearing at 
page 41207 in the issue for Friday, 
September 15, 1978, paragraph (c) in 
the second column of page 41212 is 
part of the introduction rather than 
part of the required clauses and there- 
fore should not have been printed in 
small type. 





[4110-83] 
Title 42—-Public Health Service 


CHAPTER I—PUBLIC HEALTH SERV- 
ICE, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


PART 62—NATIONAL HEALTH SERV- 
ICE CORPS SCHOLARSHIP PRO- 
GRAM 


AGENCY: Public 
HEW. 


ACTION: Interim—Final regulations. 


SUMMARY: The regulations in this 
part are applicable to the award of 
scholarships under the National 
Health Service Corps Scholarship Pro- 
gram to students receiving academic 
training in medicine, osteopathy, den- 
tistry, and other health professions in 
order to assure an adequate supply of 
trained health professionals for the 
National Health Service Corps. The 
National Health Service Corps is used 
by the Secretary to improve the deliv- 
ery of health services in health man- 
power shortage areas. 


DATES: These regulations are effec- 
tive immediately. As discussed below, 
comments on the regulations are invit- 
ed. Comments must be received on or 
before November 27, 1978. ; 


ADDRESSES: Written comments 
should be addressed to the Director, 
Bureau of Health Manpower, Health 
Resources Administration, 3700 East- 
West Highway, ‘Center Building, 
fourth floor, Hyattsville, Md., 20782. 
All comments received will be availa- 
ble for public inspection and copying 
at the Office of Program Operations, 
Bureau of Health Manpower, at the 


Health Service, 
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above address, weekdays (Federal holi- 
days excepted) between the hours of 
8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Gary J. Wold, Chief, National 
Health Service Corps Scholarship 
Program, Bureau of Health Man- 
power, Health Resources Adminis- 
tration, Center Building, room 5-44, 
3700 East-West Highway, Hyatts- 
ville, Md. 20782, 301-436-6443. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Assistant Secretary for Health, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare, is revoking the existing Part 62 
and adding a new Part 62 entitled ‘““Na- 
tional Health Service Corps Scholar- 
ship Program.” 

The purpose of the new part is to es- 
tablish regulations implementing the 
National Health Service Corps Schol- 
arship Program (“Scholarship Pro- 
gram”) authorized by section 751 of 
the Public Health Service Act (“‘Act’’) 
(42 U.S.C. 294t). Under this authority, 
the Secretary enters into contracts 
with students who are enrolled in 
courses of study leading to degrees in 
medicine, osteopathy, dentistry, or 
other health professions. Students 
who enter into the contracts agree to 
serve 1 year for each year of scholar- 
ship support they receive or 2 years, 
whichever is greater, as members of 
the National Health Service Corps 
providing full-time clinical service in 
federally designated health manpower 
shortage areas. 

The following is a brief summary of 
the major features of the regulations: 

(a) Section 62.6 sets forth the proce- 
dures for selecting individuals to par- 
ticipate in the Scholarship Program. 
First, applications will be placed in pri- 
ority categories as described in 
§ 62.6(b). First priority will be given to 
individuals who (1) had previously re- 
ceived scholarships under the Public 
Health and National Health Service 
Corps Scholarship Training Program 
(“PH/NHSC Scholarship Training 
Program’’) which has since been re- 
pealed, (2) receive scholarships under 
the current Scholarship Program, or 
(3) receive scholarships under section 
758 of the Act for first-year students 
of exceptional financial need. Second 
priority will relate to the class year of 
students and will vary from school 
year to school year as set forth in 
§62.6(b)(2). After applications are 
placed within categories based upon 
these priorities, the Secretary will 
evaluate the applicdnts in each catego- 
ry by applying the five criteria listed 
in §62.6(c) of the regulations. These 
criteria express variables that indicate 
the potential for an applicant’s suc- 
cessful performance as a member of 
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the National Health Service Corps. 
The five criteria are: 

1. Work Experience: The extent to 
which the applicant’s work back- 
ground has included salaried or volun- 
teer experience (preferably health-re- 
lated) in medically underserved urban 
settings; 

2. Community Background: The 
extent to which the applicant has re- 
sided in medically underserved urban 


or rural areas; 


3. Career Goals: The expressed 
intent of the applicant to enter into a 
primary care practice in a medically 
underserved urban or rural area fol- 
lowing the completion of the period of 
obligated service; 

4. Faculty Recommendation; and, 

5. Academic Performance. 

Special consideration for selection of 
Scholarship Program participants will 
be given to (1) medical and osteopath- 
ic students who intend to enter family 
practice, internal medicine, pediatrics, 
or osteopathic general practice resi- 
dencies, and to (2) dental applicants 
who intend to undertake general prac- 
tice training following graduation or 
who have no plans for postgraduate 
training. This special consideration 
will be given because the Secretary be- 
lieves that these practitioners will be 
able to provide the broadest spectrum 
of patient care in health manpower 
shortage areas. 

(b) Section 62.9(a) of the regulations 
specifies that, if a participant receives 
a degree from a school of medicine, os- 
teopathy or dentistry, the Secretary 
will, upon request of the participant, 
defer the beginning date of. the obli- 
gated service for a period not to 
exceed three years for the purpose of 
completing an approved graduate 
training program. To assure that phy- 
sicians who begin their service obliga- 
tions will be qualified to engage in the 
delivery of primary care in the Nation- 
al Health Service Corps, the regula- 
tions require medical and osteopathic 
participants who do not intend to 
enter training which can be completed 
within the maximum three year 
period to enter and complete at least 
one year of approved graduate train- 
ing relating to primary care before 
serving the period of obligated service. 
The regulations further provide that 
if participants fail to begin or com- 
plete this graduate training, they will 
be subject to the §62.10(c) default 
penalty. 

(c) Section 62.10(c) of the regula- 
tions contains a statement of the basic 
payment obligation which a Scholar- 
ship Program participant must satisfy 
if the participant fails to begin or com- 
plete the service obligation incurred 
under § 62.8. Section 754(c) of the Act 
sets forth the formula for calculating 
this payment obligation. Under this 
formula, a Scholarship Program par- 


ticipant who fails to begin or complete 
the service obligation must pay the 
United States an amount equal to 
three times the amount of the scholar- 
ship award made to on on behalf of 
the participant, plus interest, at the 
maximum legal prevailing rate. If the 
participant performs a portion of the 
period of obligated service before the 
default occurs, the formula allows the 
participant to credit that portion 
toward the total period of obligated 
service incurred under § 62.8, thus re- 
ducing the amount of money owed. 
Payment of the amount must be made 
within 1 year of the date on which the 
participant failed to begin or complete 
the period of obligated service. 

(d) Section 62.8(g) of the regulations 
addresses the requirement in section 
753 of the Act that the Secretary re- 
lease a participant from all or part of 
the service obligation to engage in the 
full-time private, clinical practice of 
the participant’s health profession in 
a health manpower shortage area. 
Regulations implementing this private 
practice option are currently being 
prepared and will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER as soon as possible. 

(e) On October 1, 1977, the predeces- 
sor authority to the present Scholar- 
ship Program, section 225 of the Act 
establishing the PH/NHSC Scholar- 
ship Training Program, was repealed. 
Section 62.14 addresses the relation- 
ship between the PH/NHSC Scholar- 
ship Training Program and the new 
Scholarship Program as it pertains to 
individuals who received awards under 
the old program and who will receive 
awards under the new Scholarship 
Program. As a rule, if individuals re- 
ceived scholarships under the PH/ 
NHSC Scholarship Training Program 
and also receive scholarship support 
under the new Scholarship Program, 
they will be subject to all of the provi- 
sions of the new Scholarship Program 
(see §62.14(a) of the regulations). A 
number of exceptions to this general 
rule, however, are included in 
§ 62.14(b) relating to carry-over of pe- 
riods of obligated service, internship/ 
residency training creéeditability, and 
default penalties. 

Timely implementation is essential 
if students are to have adequate lead- 
time to make informed decisions re- 
garding participation in the Program 
so that scholarships can be awarded in 
August for school year 1978-79. There- 
fore, the Secretary has determined 
under 5 U.S.C. 553 and Department 
policy that it would be impractical and 
contrary to the public interest to 
follow proposed rulemaking proce- 
dures or to delay the effective date of 
these regulations. 

Notwithstanding the omission of the 
proposed rulemaking procedures, in- 
terested persons are invited to submit 
written comments or data relating to 
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these regulations to the Director of 
the Bureau of Health Manpower at 
the address given above. All relevant 
materials received not later than No- 
vember 27, 1978, will be considered, 
and following the close of the com- 
ment period, the regulations will be re- 
vised as warranted by the public com- 
ments received. It is intended that any 
revision of these regulations arising 
from these comments will be pub- 
lished within 90 days of the close of 
the comment period. 

The regulations as set forth below 
will be effective September 27, 1978. 

Accordingly, the existing Part 62 of 
42 CFR is revoked and a new Part 62 is 
adopted to read as set forth below. 


Dated: July 24, 1978. 


JULIUS B. RICHMOND, 
Assistant Secretary for Health. 


Approved: September 19, 1978. 


JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, JF., 
Secretary. 
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§62.1 What is the scope and purpose of 
the National Health Service Corps 
Scholarship Program? 


The regulations of this part are ap- 
plicable to the award of scholarships 
under the National Health Service 
Corps Scholarship Program author- 
ized by section 751 of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 294t) to 
students receiving academic training 
in medicine, osteopathy, dentistry, and 
other health professions. The purpose 
of the National Health Service Corps 
Scholarship Program is to assure an 
adequate supply of trained health pro- 
fessionals for the National Health 
Service Corps. The National Health 
Service Corps is used by the Secretary 
to improve the delivery of health ser- 
vices in health manpower shortage 
areas. 


§ 62.2 Definitions. 


As used in this part: 

“Acceptable level of academic stand- 
ing” means the level at which a full- 
time student retains eligibility to con- 
tinue in attendance in school in ac- 
cordance with the school’s standards 
and practices. : 

“Act” means the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act, as amended. 

“Approved graduate training’ means 
those programs of graduate training in 
medicine, osteopathy, and dentistry 
which lead to eligibility for board cer- 
tification or which provide other evi- 
dence of completion and which have 
been approved by the Liaison Commit- 
tee on Graduate Medical Education, 
the American Osteopathic Association, 
or the Commission on Accreditation of 
Dental and Dental Auxiliary Educa- 
tion Programs. 

“Full-time student” means a student 
who is pursuing a course of study lead- 
ing to a degree in medicine, osteop- 
athy, dentistry, or other health pro- 
fession and who is enrolled for a suffi- 
cient number of credit hours in any se- 
mester or other academic term to 
enable the completion of the course of 
study within not more than the 
number of semesters or other aca- 
demic terms normally required at the 
school. If an individual is enrolled in a 
school and is pursing a course of study 
which is designed to be completed in 
more than 4 years, the individual will 
be considered a full-time student for 
only the last 4 years of the course of 
study. 

“Health manpower shortage area” 
means a geographic area, population 
group, public or nonprofit private 
medical facility, or other public facili- 
ty which the Secretary determines has 
a shortage of health manpower in ac- 
cordance with section 332 of the Act. 

“National of the United States” 
means a citizen of the United States or 
a person who, though not a citizen of 
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the United States, owes permanent al- 
legiance to the United States. 

“Public Health and National Health 
Service Corps Scholarship Tranining 
Program’’, or “PH/NHSC Scholarship 
Training Program”, means the pro- 
gram authorized by section 225 of the 
Act as in effect on September 30, 1977, 
and repealed on October 1, 1977. 

“Scholarship Program” means the 
National Health Service Corps Schol- 
arship Program authorized under sec- 
tion 751 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 294t). 

“Scholarship Program participant” 
or “participant” means an individual 
whose application to the Scholarship 
Program has been approved and 
whose contract has been accepted and 
signed by the Secretary. 

“School” means a school of medi- 
cine, osteopathy, dentistry, or other 
health profession which provides 
training leading to a degree of doctor 
of medicine, doctor of osteopathy, 
doctor of dentistry, or an appropriate 
degree for a particular health profes- 
sion, and which is accredited by a rec- 
ognized body or bodies approved for 
acceditation purposes by the Commis- 
sioner of Education. If a school is not 
eligible for accreditation when an ap- 
plication for a scholarship award is 
submitted under this part, the accredi- 
tation requirement will be considered 
satisfied if the Commissioner finds, 
after consultation with the appropri- 
ate accreditation body or bodies, that 
there is reasonable assurance that the 
school will meet the accreditation re- 
quirement no later than the beginning 
of the school year in which the appli- 
cant will graduate. 

“School year’ means all or part of 
the 12-month period from July 1 
through June 30 during which an ap- 
plicant is enrolled in a school as a full- 
time student. 

“Service” means the United States 
Public Health Service. 

“Secretary” means the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare and 
any other officer or employee of the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare to whom the authority in- 
volved has been delegated. 

“State” means one of the several 
States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, the Virgin 
Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is- 
lands. 


§ 62.3 Who is eligible to apply ‘or a Schol- 
arship Program award? 


(a) To be eligible for a scholarship 
under this part an applicant raust: 

(1) Be accepted for enrollment, or be 
enrolled, as a full-time student in a 
schoo! located in a State; 

(2) Be pursing a course of study or 
program offered by the school leading 
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to a degree in medicine, osteopathy, 
dentistry, or other health profession; 

(3) Be eligible for, or hold, an ap- 
pointment as a commissioned officer 
in the Regular or Reserve Corps of the 
Service or be eligible for selection for 
civilian service in the National Health 
Service Corps; 

(4) Be a National of the United 

States; and, 

* (5) Submit an application to partici- 
pate in the Scholarship Program to- 
gether with a signed contract as de- 
scribed in section 751(f) of the Act. 

(b) Any applicant who owes an obli- 
gation for professional practice to a 
State or other entity under an agree- 
ment entered into before filing an ap- 
plication under this part, is ineligible 
to apply for an award unless a written 
statement satisfactory to the Secre- 
tary is submitted from the State or 
entity that (1) there is no potential 
conflict in fulfilling the service obliga- 
tion to the State or entity and the 
Scholarship Program, and that (2) the 
Scholarship Program service obliga- 
tion will be served before the service 
obligation for professional practice 
owed to the State or entity. 


§ 62.4 To whom will Scholarship Program 
awards be available in addition to indi- 
viduals pursuing courses of study lead- 
ing te degrees in medicine, osteopathy, 
or dentistry? ’ 

The Secretary will, from time-to- 
time, publish in the FepERAL REGISTER 

a list of those healt’: professions in ad- 

dition to medicine, osteopathy, and 

dentistry for which the National 

Health Service Corps has need and for 

which support is available. The Secre- 

tary will also publish any other eligi- 
bility criteria, in addition to those in 

§ 62.3, that may be required to assure 

that participants can be _ utilized 

during their periods of obligated serv- 
ice in a manner that will best meet the 
needs of the National Health Service 

Corps. 


§62.5 How is application made for a 
Scholarship Program award? 


Each applicant desiring a scholar- 
ship under this part must submit an 
application in the form and at the 
time prescribed by the Secretary. 
When submitting the application, the 
applicant must sign and submit the 
contract required under section 751(f) 
of the Act.' 


§62.6 How will individuals be selected to 
participate in the Scholarship Pro- 
gram? 

(a) General. In deciding which appli- 
cations for participation in the Schol- 


‘Applications, contracts, and instructions 
may be obtained from the Bureau of Health 
Manpower, Division of Manpower Training 
Support, Center Building, Room 5-44, 3706 
East-West Highway, Hyattsville, Md. 20782. 
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arship Program will be approved, the 
Secretary will place the applications 
into categories based upon the selec- 
tion priorities described in paragraph 
(b) of this section. The Secretary will 
then evaluate each applicant on the 
basis of the selection criteria listed in 
paragraph (c) of this section, giving 
special consideration to (1) medical 
and osteopathic students who indicate 
their intention to enter family prac- 
tice, internal medicine, pediatrics, or 
osteopathic general practice residen- 
cies, and to (2) dental students who in- 
dicate their intention to undertake 
general practice training following 
graduation or who plan no postgradu- 
ate training. 

(b) Priorities. (1) First priority will 
be given to individuals who have previ- 
ously received a scholarship under the 
PH/NHSC Scholarship Training Pro- 
gram, a scholarship under this Schol- 
arship Program, or a_ scholarship 
under section 758 of the Act, authoriz- 
ing scholarships for first-year students 
of exceptional financial need. 

(2) Second priority will be given to 
applications submitted by applicants 
who (i) for the school year beginning 
in calendar year 1978, are entering 
their first, second, or third years of 
study; (ii) for the school year begin- 
ning in calendar year 1979, are enter- 
ing their first or second years of study; 
and, (iii) for each school year begin- 
ning in calendar years after 1979, are 
entering their first year of study. 

(c) Selection criteria. Selection of 
participants will be made on the basis 
of the following criteria: (1) Work ex- 
perience; (2) community background; 
(3) career goals; (4) faculty recommen- 
dation; and, (5) academic performance. 

(d) Duration of scholarship award. 
Subject to the availability of funds for 
the Scholarship Program and the Na- 
tional Health Service Corps, the Secre- 
tary will award a Scholarship Program 
participant a scholarship under this 
part for a period of 1 school year. The 
Secretary will award a continuation 
scholarship if (1) the participant re- 
quests a continuation, (2) the award 
will not extend the total period of 
Scholarship Program support beyond 
4 years, and (3) the participant is eligi- 
ble for continued participation in the 
Scholarship Program. 


§62.7 What will an individual be awarded 
for participating in the Scholarship 
Program? 

(a) Amount. of scholarship. (1) A 
scholarship award under this part for 
each school year will consist of (i) tu- 
ition, (ii) reasonable educational ex- 
penses, including required fees, books, 
supplies, and required educational 
equipment, and (iii) a monthly stipend 
for the 12-month perod beginning 
with the first month of each school 
year in which the individual is a 


Scholarship Program participant. For 
purposes of this section “required 
fees’ means those fees which are 
charged by the school to all students 
pursuing a similar curriculum and “re- 
quired educational equipment” means 
educational equipment which must be 
rented or purchased by all students 
pursuing a similar curriculum at that 
school. 

(2) The Secretary may enter into a 
contract with the school in which the 
Scholarship Program participant is en- 
rolled for the direct payment of tu- 
ition and reasonable educational ex- 
penses in the Schoiarship Program 
participant’s behalf. 

(b) Payment of scholarship: leave-of- 
absence; repeated coursework. The 
Secretary will suspend scholarship 
payments to or on behalf of a Scholar- 
ship Program participant if the school 
in which the participant is enrolled (1) 
approves a leave-of-absence for health, 
personal, or other reasons, or (2) re- 
quires the participant to repeat course 
work for which the Secretary has pre- 
viously made scholarship payments 
under § 62.7. However, if the repeated 
coursework does not delay the partici- 
pant’s graduation date, scholarship 
payments will continue except for any 
additional costs relating to the repeat- 
ed coursework. Any scholarship pay- 
ments suspended under this para- 
graph will be resumed by the Secre- 
tary upon notification by the school 
that the participant has returned 
from the leave-of-absence or has com- 
pleted the repeated coursework and is 
pursuing as a full-time student the 
course of study for which the scheolar- 
ship was awarded. 


§ 62.8 What does an individual have to do 
in return for the Scholarship Program 
award? 


(a) General. Except as provided in 
paragraphs (d), (f), and (g) of this sec- 
tion, each Scholarship Program par- 
ticipant is obligated to serve in the 
full-time clinical practice of the par- 
ticipant’s profession as a Commis- 


‘sioned Officer in the Regular or Re- 


serve Corps of the Service or as a civil- 
ian member of the National Health 
Service Corps in the health manpower 
shortage area to which the participant 
is assigned. 

(b) Beginning of service. Except as 
provided in § 62.9(d), the period of ob- 
ligated service will begin as soon as 
possible following (1) the completion 
of the Scholarship Program partici- 
pant’s course of study leading to a 
degree in medicine, osteopathy, den- 
tistry, or other health profession, and 
(2) appointment of the participant as 
a Commissioned Officer in the Regu- 
lar or Reserve Corps of the Service or 
as a civilian member of the National 
Health Service Corps. For purposes of 
this paragraph, “appointment” means 
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only those appointments as a Commis- 
sioned Officer in the Regular or Re- 
serve Corps of the Service or as a civil- 
ian member of the National Health 
Service Corps made specifically for the 
purpose of serving the participant’s 
period of obligated service. 

(c) Duration of service. Except as 
provided in § 62.14(b)(1), the period for 
which the Scholarship Program par- 
ticipant is obligated to serve is equal 
to 1 year for each school year for 
which the participant receives a schol- 
arship award under this part, or 2 
years, whichever is greater. 

(d) Service by detail. If the Secre- 
tary determines that there is no need 
in a health manpower shortage area 
for a member of the profession in 
which the Scholarship Program par- 
ticipant is obligated to provide service, 
the Scholarship Program participant 
may be detailed to serve the period of 
obligated service as a_ full-time 
member of the profession for which 
the participant has been trained, in 
any of the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare as the Secre- 
tary may determine. 

(e) Creditability of approved gradu- 
ate training. Except as provided in 
§ 62.14(b)(2), no period of approved 
graduate training will be credited 
toward satisfying the period of obli- 
gated service incurred under the 
Scholarship Program. 

(f) Service under the National Re- 
search Service Award Program. A 
Scholarship Program participant who 
demonstrates exceptional promise for 
medical research may perform the 
period of obligated service owed under 
this section by participating in the Na- 
tional Research Service Award Pro- 
gram for Individual Postdoctoral Fel- 
lows authorized under section 472 of 
the Act. Exceptional promise for medi- 
cal research will be demonstrated if 
the participant applies for a National 
Research Service Award for Individual 
Postdoctoral Fellows, 
participate in this research program, 
and accepts the offer of participation. 
A Scholarship Program participant in 
the National Research Service Award 
Program will receive credit toward sat- 
isfying the period of obligated service 
incurred under this section for any 
period of time he or she is engaged in 
activities which meet the service re- 
quirements of the National Research 
Service Award Program. If the time 
served under the National Research 
Service Award Program is less than 
the total period of obligated service 
owed under the Scholarship Program, 
the participant will serve the remain- 
der of the period of obligated service 
as a member of the National Health 
Service Corps. A participant who fails 
to begin or complete the service re- 
quirements under the National Re- 
search Service Award Program may be 


is selected to 
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subject to the default penalty under 
§ 62.10(c) of this Part and the default 
penalties under the National Research 
Service Award Program. 

(g) Reiease from service obligation to 
engage in private practice. The Secre- 


tary will release a participant from all 


or part of the service obligation if the 
participant applies for a release under 
section 753 of the Act and enters into 
a written agreement to engage for a 
period equal to the remaining period 
of the participant’s service obligation 
in the full-time private clinical prac- 
tice of the participant’s health profes- 
sion, in accordance with the require- 
ments of section 753 of the Act. 


§62.9 Under what circumstances can the 
period of obligated service be deferred 
to complete approved graduate train- 
ing? 

(a) If a Scholarship Program partici- 
pant receives a degree from a school of 
medicine, osteopathy, or dentistry, the 
Secretary will, upon request of the 
participant, defer the beginning date 
of the obligated service for a period 
not to exceed three years for the pur- 
pose of completing an approved gradu- 
ate training program. Each Scholar- 
ship Program participant receiving a 
degree in medicine or osteopathy who 
does not intend to enter training 
which can be completed within the 
maximum three-year period must com- 
plete at least one year of approved 
graduate training before the period of 
obligated service. This one year of 
training must be in (1) an allopathic 
flexible first-year program whose 
sponsorship includes approved resi- 
dencies in family practice, internal 
medicine or pediatrics or a categorical 
first-year program in family practice, 
internal medicine, or pediatrics, or (2) 
a rotating internship in osteopathic 
medicine. Any Scholarship Program 
participant receiving a degree in medi- 
cine or osteopathy who fails to com- 
plete the one year of required training 
or an approved graduate training pro- 
gram will be subject to the default 
penalties of §62.10(c). Participants 
graduating from a dental school not 
seeking deferment may begin the obli- 
gated service upon their graduation. 

(b) If the Scholarship Program par- 
ticipant anticipates changing or alter- 
ing the type of approved graduate 
training for which the deferment was 
granted under paragraph (a) of this 
section, the participant must submit a 
request for approval of the change or 
alteration to the Secretary. 

(c) The Secretary may, from time to 
time, prescribe additional terms and 
conditions for deferment under para- 
graphs (a) and (b) of this section when 
in his or her judgment these addition- 
al terms and conditions are necessary 
to carry out the purposes of the Schol- 
arship Program. 
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(d) Any Scholarship Program par- 
ticipant whose period of obligated 
service has been deferred under para- 
graph (a) of this section, must begin 
the obligated service after completing 
the requested or required graduate 
training for which the deferment was 
granted, and upon being appointed as 
a Commissioned Officer in the Regu- 
lar or Reserve Corps of the Service, or 
as a civilian member of the National 
Health Service Corps. 


§ 62.10 What will happen if an individual 
does not comply with the terms and 
conditions of participating in the 
Scholarship Program? 


(a) If a Scholarship Program partici- 
pant, other than one described in 
paragraph (b) of this section, fails to 
accept payment or instructs the school 
not to accept payment of the scholar- 
ship provided by the Secretary, the 
participant must, in addition to any 
service or other obligation incurred 
under the contract, pay to the United 
States the amount of $1,500.00 liqui- 
dated damages. Payment of this 
amount must be made within 30 days 
of the date on which the participant 
fails to accept payment of the scholar- 
ship award or instructs the school not 
to accept payment. 

(b) When a Scholarship Program 
participant fails to maintain an ac- 
ceptable level of academic standing, is 
dismissed from the school for disci- 
plinary reasons, or voluntarily termi- 
nates the course of study or program 
for which the scholarship was awarded 
before completing the course of study 
or program, the participant must, in- 
stead of performing any service obliga- 
tion, pay to the United States an 
amount equal to all scholarship funds 
awarded under § 62.7. Payment of this 
amount must be made within 2 years 
of the date the participant becomes 
liable to make payment under this 
paragraph. 

(c) If a Scholarship Program partici- 
pant fails to begin or complete the 
period of obligated service incurred 
under §62.8, including failing to 
comply with the applicable terms and 
conditions of a deferment granted by 
the Secretary, the participant must 
pay to the United States an amount 
determined by the formula set forth in 
section 754(c) of the Act. Payment of 
this amount shall be made within 1 
year of the date that the participant 
failed to begin or complete the period 
of obligated service, as determined by 
the Secretary. 


§ 62.11 When can a Scholarship Program 
payment obligation be discharged in 
bankruptcy? 


In accordance with section 754(d)(3) 
of the Act, any payment obligation in- 
curred under § 62.10 may not be dis- 
charged in bankruptcy until 5 years 
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after the date on which the payment 
obligation is due. 


§ 62.12 Under what circumstances can the 
service or payment obligation be can- 
celed, waived, or suspended? 


(a) Any obligation of a Scholarship 
Program participant for service or 
payment will be canceled upon the 
death of the participant. 

(b)(1) A Scholarship Program par- 
ticipant may seek a waiver or suspen- 
sion of the service or payment obliga- 
tions incurred under this part by writ- 
ten request to the Secretary setting 
forth the bases, circumstances, and 
causes which support the requested 
action. The Secretary may approve a 
request for a suspension for a period 
of 1 year. A renewal of this suspension 
may also be granted. 

(2) The Secretary may waive or sus- 
pend any service or payment obliga- 
tion incurred by a participant when- 
ever compliance by the participant (i) 
is impossible, or (ii) would involve ex- 
treme hardship to the participant and 
if enforcement of the service or pay- 
ment obligation would be against 
equity and good conscience. 

(c) For the purpose of paragraph 
(b)(2)(i) of this section, compliance by 
a participant with a service or pay- 
ment obligation will be deemed impos- 
sible if the Secretary determines, on 
the basis of information and documen- 
tation as may be required, that the 
participant suffers from a physical or 
mental disability that results in the 
permanent inability of the participant 
to perform the service or other activi- 
ties which would be necessary to 
comply with the obligation. 

(d) For the purpose of paragraph 
(b)(2)ii) of this section, in determin- 
ing whether to waive or suspend any 
or all of the service or payment obliga- 
tions of a participant as imposing an 
undue hardship and being against 
equity and good conscience, the Secre- 
tary, on the basis of information and 
documentation as may be required, 
will take into consideration the follow- 
ing: 

(1) the participant’s present finan- 
cial resources and obligatons; 

(2) the participant’s. estimated 
future financial resources and obliga- 
tions; and 

(3) the extent to which the partici- 
pant has problems of a personal 
nature, such as physical or mental dis- 
ability, terminal illness in the immedi- 
ate family, which so intrude on the 
participant’s present and future abili- 
ty to perform as to raise a presump- 
tion that the individual will be unable 
to perform the obligation incurred. 


§ 62.13 What are the limitations on the re- 
ceipt of concurrent benefits? 

Under section 741(f) or 836(h) of the 

Act, the Secretary may agree to repay 
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a portion of an individual’s education- 
al loans in return for the individual’s 
agreement to practice his or her pro- 
fession in an area in need of health 
manpower. However, a Scholarship 
Program participant may not enter 
into an agreement with the Secretary 
under section 741(f) or 836(h) of the 
Act, until either (1) the participant 
has completed the service obligation 
under the Scholarship Program, (2) 
the Secretary has recovered from the 
participant an amount determined in 
accordance with §62.10, or (3) any 
service or payment obligation has been 
waived in accordance with § 62.12. In 
no case shall a scholarship received 
under this part be considered an edu- 
cational loan for the purposes of sec- 
tion 741(f) or 836(h) of the Act. 


§ 62.14 What are the special provisions re- 
lating to recipients of awards under the 
PH/NHSC Scholarship Training Pro- 
gram and who will also receive awards 
under the Scholarship Program? 


(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, if a participant has 
previously received an award under 
the PH/NHSC Scholarship Training 
Program and also receives an award 
under the Scholarship Program, the 
terms and conditions of this part will 
apply to the participant’s entire obli- 
gation incurred under both the PH/ 
NHSC Scholarship Training Program 
and the Scholarship Program. 

(b) If a participant has previously re- 
ceived an award under the PH/NHSC 
Scholarship Training Program and 
also receives an award under the 
Scholarship Program, the following 
conditions apply: 

(1) Period of obligated service—carry 
over. The period of obligated service 
owed by the participant is equal to the 
total number of school years for which 
scholarship support was awarded 
under both the PH/NHSC Scholar- 
ship Training Program and the Schol- 
arship Program without regard to 
each Program’s minimum support re- 
quirement under 42 CFR §62.7(a) 
(1976) as adopted on May 22, 1974 (see 
39 FR 17962), and under § 62.8(c) of 
this part. 

(2) Creditability for internship and 
residency training. (i) If a Scholarship 
Program participant received a schol- 
arship under the PH/NHSC Scholar- 
ship Training Program for any school 
year beginning before October 12, 
1976, the participant will receive credit 
toward satisfying the periods of obli- 
gated service incurred under the PH/ 
NHSC Scholarship Training Program 
and under §62.8 of this part for any 
periods of internship or residency 
training served in a Service or Nation- 
al Health Service Corps facility. 

(ii) If a Scholarship Program partici- 
pant received a scholarship for the 


first time during the 1977-78 school 


year under the PH/NHSC Scholarship 
Training Program, the participant will 
only receive 1 year of credit toward 
satisfying the period of obligated serv- 
ice incurred under the PH/NHSC 
Scholarship Training Program for in- 
ternship or residency training served 
in a Service or National Health Service 
Corps facility. 

(3) Default penalties. The PH/NHSC 
Scholarship Training Program default 
penalty will apply to a participant who 
fails to begin or complete the active 
duty service obligation incurred under 
that Program, and the § 62.10 default 
penalties will apply to a participant 
who fails to begin or complete the 
service obligation incurred under § 62.8 
of this part. For purposes of determin- 
ing which default penalty to apply 
when an individual who has received a 
scholarship award under both the PH/ 
NHSC Scholarship Training Program 
and the Scholarship Program fails to 
begin or complete his service obliga- 
tion, the service obligations will be 
deemed to have been served in the 
order in which they were incurred. 


[FR Doc. 78-26976 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4310-84] 
Title 43—Public Lands: Interior 


CHAPTER II—BUREAU OF LAND 
MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR 


APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 


{Public Land Order 5647] 
{CA-1] 


CALIFORNIA 


Partial Revocation of Executive Order 
No. 6009 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment (Interior). 


ACTION: Final rule. 


Summary: This order partially revokes 
an Executive order which reserved 
public lands for navigation purposes 
on San Nicholas Island for use by the 
Coast Guard, Department of Com- 
merce. The lands will continue to 
remain withdrawn under the adminis- 
trative jurisdiction of the Navy De- 
partment. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 27, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Keith Corrigall, 202-343-8731. 


By virtue of the authority contained 
in section 204 of the Act of October 21, 
1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is 
ordered as follows: 
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1. Executive Order No. 6009 of Janu- 
ary 31, 1933, which reserved public 
lands for use of the Coast Guard, De- 
partment of Commerce, for lighthouse 
purposes, is hereby revoked so far as it 
affects the following described lands: 


San BERNARDINO MERIDIAN 


Four plots of approximately 40 acres each 
and access thereto reserved for lighthouse 
purposes on San Nicholas Island, Calif., as 
shown on topographic sheet number 1523 in 
the archives of the U.S. Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. No metes and bounds description is 
available. 


2. The revocation made by this order 
does not alter the jurisdiction of the 
Navy Department over the lands ex- 
cepted in paragraph 1 above for naval 
purposes as provided for by Executive 
Order No. 6009 of January 31, 1933. 


Guy R. MaRTIN, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior. 
SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 


(FR Doc. 78-27206 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4110-02] 
Title 45—Public Welfare 


CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA- 
TION, AND WELFARE 


PART 116d—GRANTS TO STATE EDU- 
CATIONAL AGENCIES TO MEET 
THE SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL NEEDS 
OF MIGRATORY CHILDREN 


Availability of Draft Final 
Regulations 


AGENCY: Office of Education, HEW. 


ACTION: Notice of availability of 
draft final regulations. 


SUMMARY: Notice is: given that a 
draft of the final regulations to imple- 
ment the program authorized by sec- 
tion 122 of title I of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, 
as amended (20 U.S.C. 241c-2), is now 
available to the public. Section 122 
provides for grants to State education- 
al agencies to meet the special educa- 
tional needs of migratory children of 
migratory agricultural workers or mi- 
gratory fishers. The draft final regula- 
tions now available have not been 
adopted as official views of either the 
U.S. Office of Education or the De- 
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, and have no legal effect. 

The title I migrant education pro- 
gram is currently governed by interim 
final regulations published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER on July 13, 1977, at 42 
FR 36076. The preamble to the inter- 
im final regulations stated that inter- 
ested persons would have opportuni- 
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ties to comment before final regula- 
tions were issued. The public respond- 
ed with a large number of written 
comments and by participating at 
eight public hearings. The comment 
period, as announced in a notice with 
the interim final regulations (42 FR 
36076), ran through August 29, 1977. A 
separate notice, extending the com- 
ment period through December 9, 
1977, was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on October 27, 1977 (42 FR 
56608). The draft final regulations 
have been prepared in response to 
those public comments and are now 
available for informational purposes 
only. There is no extension to the 
comment period, however. 


ADDRESS: Copies of these draft final 
regulations may be obtained by writ- 
ing to: Mr. Vidal A. Rivera, Jr., Chief, 
Migrant Branch, Division of Education 
for the Disadvantaged, U.S. Office of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW., 
(Room 3642G, ROB-3), Washington, 
D.C. 20202. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Vidal A. Rivera, Jr., telephone 
202-245-2427. 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 
ERNEST L. BOYER, 
U.S. Commissioner of Education. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.429, Educationally Deprived Children-Mi- 
grants.) 


[FR DOC. 78-27212 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[7035-01] 
Title 49—Transportation 
CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION 


SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 


[S.O. 1335] 
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 


Repair and Retirement of Freight 
Cars; Order to Show Cause 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


ACTION: Emergency order. 


SUMMARY: The AAR requested that 
the date replies were due be extended 
30 days from date of publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. Replies are now 
due October 13, 1978. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 20, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Cc. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization 
and Distribution Branch, Interstate 
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Commerce Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20423, telephone 202-275- 
7840, Telex 89-2742. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The order is printed in full below. 

Decided September 20, 1978. 

On September 7, 1978, the Commis- 
sion ordered all railroads owning plain 
40-foot boxcars to show cause why 
they should not be required to repair 
and restore such cars to service within 
specified time periods and why certain 
restrictions should not be placed on 
the retirement of these cars. Each rail- 
road was requested to furnish detailed 
information in response to 10 ques- 


_ tions propounded by the Commission. 


Replies are due on September 23, 1978. 

On September 13, 1978, the Assoca- 
tion of American Railroads, on behalf 
of its member railroads, requested an 
extension of the time for the filing of 
replies for a minimum of thirty (30) 
days from the date of publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

The Association cites, as justifica- 
tion for an extension of time in which 
to file replies, the time required to as- 
semble the data requested to be fur- 
nished and the necessity for certain 
carriers physically to examine cars set 
aside for repairs before meaningful re- 
plies can be submitted. 

It is ordered, The time for filing re- 
plies to this order is extended until 
October 13, 1978. 


By the 
O’Neal. 


Commission, Chairman 


H. G.Hommeg, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27217 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


{S.O. No. 1339] 
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 


Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pa- 
cific Railroad Co. Authorized To 
Operate Over Tracks of Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Co. 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


ACTION: Emergency Order (Service 
Order No. 1339). 


SUMMARY: Due to deteriorated track 
conditions between Maytown, and 
Helsing Junction, Wash., the Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Rail- 
road Co. is unable to continue service 
over that line. Service Order No. 1339 
authorizes that railroad to operate 
over tracks of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Co. between Blakeslee Junction 
Interlocker, and Helsing Junction, 
Wash. 
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DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., Septem- 
ber 22, 1978; expires 11:59 p.m., Janu- 
ary 15, i979. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 


CONTACT: 


C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization 
and Distribution Branch, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20423, telephone 202-275- 
7840, Telex 89-2742. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Order is printed in full below. 


Decided September 22, 1978. 


The line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Co. 
(MILW) between Maytown, and Hels- 
ing Junction, Wash., is inoperable be- 
cause of deteriorated track conditions. 
MILW operations can be accomplished 
by use of tracks of Union Pacific Rail- 
road Co. (UP), between Blakeslee 
Junction Interlocker and Helsing 
Junction, Wash. Operation by the 
MILW over these tracks of the UP is 
necessary in the interest of the public 
and the commerce of the people. The 
UP has consented to use of its tracks 
by the MILW. 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring op- 
eration of MILW trains over these 
tracks of the UP in the interest of the 
public; that notice and public proce- 
dure are impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest; and that good 
cause exists for making this order ef- 
fective upon less than 30 days’ notice. 

It is ordered, 


§ 1033.1339 Service Order No. 1339. 


(a) Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Company authorized 
to operate over tracks of Union Pacific 
Railroad Co. The Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Co. 
(MILW) is authorized to operate over 
tracks of Union Pacific Railroad Co. 
(UP) between Blakeslee Junction In- 
terlocker, and Helsing Junction, Wash. 

(b) Application. The provisions of 
this order shall apply to intrastate, in- 
terstate and foreign traffic. 

(c) Rates applicable. Inasmuch as 
this operation by the MILW over 
tracks of the UP is deemed to be due 
to carrier’s disability, the rates appli- 
cable to traffic moved by the MILW 
over the tracks of the UP shall be the 
rates which were applicable on the 
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shipments at the time of shipments as 
originally routed. 

(da) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., Sep- 
tember 22, 1978. 

(e) Expiration date. The provisions 
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
January 15, 1979, unless otherwise 
modified, changed or suspended by 
order of this Commission. 


(49 U.S.C. 1(10-17).) 


A copy of this order shall be served 
upon the Association of American 
Railroads, Car Service Division, as 
agent of the railroads subscribing to 
the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement 
and upon the American Short Line 
Railroad Association. Notice of this 
order shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy in the 
Office of the Secretary of the Com- 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by 
filing a copy with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Serv- 
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns, 
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi- 
chael. 

H. G. HOMME, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-27195 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4310-55] 
Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 


CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES FISH 
AND WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPART- 
MENT OF THE INTERIOR 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Opening of Mingo National Wildlife 
Refuge, Mo., to Public Hunting 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Special regulations. 


SUMMARY: The Director has deter- 
mined that the opening to waterfowl 
hunting of Mingo National Wildlife 
Refuge is compatible with the objec- 
tives for which the area was estab- 
lished, will utilize a renewable natural 
resource, and will provide additional 
recreational opportunity to the public. 


DATES: November 14, 1978 through 
January 2, 1979. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Gerald L. Clawson, Refuge Manager, 
Mingo National Wildlife Refuge, 
P.O. Box V, Puxico, Mo. 63960, 314- 
222-3589. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


§ 32.12 Special Regulations; Migratory 
Game Birds; for individual wildlife ref- 
uges. 


Waterfowl hunting is permitted on 
the Mingo National Wildlife Refuge, 
Mo., only on the areas designated by 
signs as being open to hunting. These 
areas comprising 2,000 acres are delin- 
eated on maps available at the refuge 
headquarters, the Duck Creek Wildlife 
Management Area, Puxico, Mo., and 
from the office of the Area Manager, 
United States Department of the Inte- 
rior, Fish and Wildlife Service, Suite 
106, Rockcreek Office Building, 2701 
Rockcreek Parkway, North Kansas 
City, Mo. 64116. Waterfowl hunting 
shall be in accordance with all applica- 
ble Federal and State regulations sub- 
ject to the following conditions: 


1. Hunting hours are from one-half hour 
before sunrise until 1 p.m. daily. 

2. All waterfowl hunters must use steel 
shot. Possession of lead shot in the hunting 
area is prohibited. 

3. Each hunter must obtain a State hunt- 
ing tag and enter the hunting area at desig- 
nated access points. 

4. Dogs may be used to retrieve downed 
waterfowl within the hunting area. 

5. Hunting in or entering any cultivated 
field, pasture or diked area adjacent to the 
hunting area is prohibited. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge area 
generally which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 
32. The public is invited to offer sug- 
gestions and comments at any time. 


NotTe.—The United States Fish and Wild- 
life Service has determined that this docu- 
ment does not contain a major proposal re- 
quiring preparation of an Economic Impact 
Statement under Executive Order 11949 and 
OMB Circular A-107. 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


GERALD L. CLAWSON, 
Refuge Manager. 


[FR Doc. 78-27103 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[3410-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Marketing Service 


[7 CFR Part 906] 


ORANGES AND GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN 
TEXAS 


Proposed Container Requirements 


AGENCY: Agricultural 
Service. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice invites writ- 
ten comments on a proposal to delete 
1% bushel wirebound boxes and 8- 
pound bags as containers authorized 
for handling oranges and grapefruit 
_ grown in Texas. Information indicates 
that a very small volume of citrus 
fruit is currently packaged in such 
cuntainers. The proposed action is de- 
signed to effect a reduction in the 
number of shipping containers and 
therby reduce inventory costs. 


DATES: Comments must be received 
on or before October 13, 1978. Pro- 
posed effective date: December 4, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Send two copies of com- 
ments to the Hearing Cleark, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, Room 1077, 
South Building, Washington, D.C. 
20250, where they will be available for 
public inspection during business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Brader, (202)°447-6393. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The proposals under consideration 
were submitted by the committee, es- 
tablished under marketing Order No. 
906, as amended (7 CFR part 906), reg- 
ulating the handling of organges and 
grapefruit grown in the Lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Tex., effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), as the agency to administer its 
terms and provisions. 


§ 906.340 [Amended] 


The proposal is to delete in § 906.340 
Container, pack, and container mark- 
ing regulations, paragraph (a)(1)(v) 
closed wirebound wooden box with 
inside dimensions of 24%6x11%x11% 
inches, described in Freight Container 
Tariff 2G as container No. 3680; and 
the language referring to the 8-pound 


Marketing 


bag in paragraphs (a)(1)(v), (a)(1)(vi), 
and (a)(3), while authorizing handlers 
to use prior to July 31, 1979, existing 
supplies of these 2 containers in their 
inventories as of September 1, 1978. 


Dated: September 22, 1978. 


CHARLES R. BRADER, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege- 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-27219 Filed 9-26 3am] 





[4410-10] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
[8 CFR Parts 235, 236, 242, 287, and 292a] 


ALIENS; AVAILABILITY OF FREE LEGAL 
SERVICES PROGRAMS 


Proposed Rules 


AGENCY: Immigration and Natural- 
ization Service, Justice. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This is a notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking proposing amend- 
ments to the regulations of the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Service 
which will provide that aliens under 
exclusion and deportation proceedings 
must be advised of the availability of 
free legal services programs, and orga- 
nizations recognized pursuant to 8 
CFR 292.2. The proposal also estab- 
lishes procedures and criteria under 
which organizations offering free legal 
services may qualify for appearance on 
the Service listing of such organiza- 
tions which is to be furnished to the 
aliens. Proposed regulations will also 
provide that the alien be furnished 
with a Notice advising him of his 
appeal rights. 

These proposals are necessary and 
intended to establish procedures for 
informing aliens of the availability of 
free legal services programs to afford 
them full opportunity to obtain legal 
representation when involved in de- 
portation or exclusion proceedings 
before this Service. 


DATES: Representations must be re- 
ceived on or before November 27, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Please submit written 
representations, in duplicate, to the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization, room 7100, 425 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20536. 





FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


James G. Hoofnagle, Jr., Instruc- 
tions Officer, Immigration and Natu- 
ralization Service, 425 I Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20536. Telephone: 
202-376-8373. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This notice of proposed rulemaking 
proposes amendments to several sec- 
tions of the Service’s regulations (8 
CFR 235.6(a); 236.2(a); 242.1(c); 
242.2(a); 242.2(b); 242.16(a); 287.3) to 
provide that aliens involved in exclu- 
sion and deportation proceedings will 
be advised of the availability of free 
legal services programs and be fur- 
nished with a list of such free legal 
services programs and organizations 
recognized under 8 CFR 292.2. These 
proposed regulations will also provide 
that aliens be furnished with Form I- 
618, Written Notice of Appeal Rights. 

The proposal also sets forth pro- 
posed rules in new 8 CFR Part 292a 
under which free legal services pro- 
grams may qualify to appear on the 
listing which must be provided to the 
aliens under these regulations. 

These proposed regulations are 
needed and intended to provide aliens 
with advice and listings of available 
free legal services programs and recog- 
nized organizations under 8 CFR 292.2 
to enable them to fully exercise their 
privilege of having legal representa- 
tion in exclusion and deportation pro- 
ceedings, and to provide a procedure 
and criteria under which free legal ser- 
vices programs may qualify for ap- 
pearance on the Service listing. 

In the light of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Chapter I of Title 
8 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
as set forth below. 


PART 235—INSPECTION OF PERSONS 
APPLYING FOR ADMISSION 


1. It is proposed to revise the title of 
§ 235.6 and to revise § 235.6(a). as set 
forth below: 


235.6 Referral to immigration judge. 


(a) Notice. If, in accordance with the 
provisions of section 235(b) of the Act, 
the examining immigration officer de- 
tains an alien for further inquiry 
before an immigration judge, he shall 
immediately sign and deliver to the 
alien a Notice to Alien Detained for 
Hearing by an Immigration Judge 
(Form I-122). If the alien is unable to 
read or understand the notice, it shall 
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be read and explained to him by an 
employee of the Service, through an 
interpreter, if necessary, prior to such 
further inquiry. In addition the alien 
shall be advised of his right to repre- 
sentation by counsel of his own choice 
at no expense to the Government, and 
of the availability of free legal services 
programs qualified under Part 292a of 
this chapter and organizations recog- 
nized pursuant to § 292.2 of this chap- 
ter, located in the district where the 
alien is being detained. He shall also 
be furnished with a list of such pro- 
grams. : 


PART 236—EXCLUSION OF ALIENS 


2. It is proposed to amend § 236.2(a) 
by revising the third sentence to read 
as follows: 


§ 236.2 Hearing. 


(a) Opening. * * * The immigration 
judge shall ascertain whether the ap- 
plicant for admission is the person to 
whom Form I-122 was previously de- 
livered by the examining immigration 
officer as provided in Part 235 of this 
chapter; enter a copy of such form in 
evidence as an exhibit in the case; 
inform the applicant of the nature 
and purpose of the hearing; advise 
him of the privilege of being repre- 
sented by an attorney of his own 
choice at no expense to the Govern- 
ment, and of the availability of free 
legal services programs qualified 
under Part 292a of this chapter and 
organizations recognized pursuant to 
§ 292.2, of this chapter located in the 
district where his exclusion is to be 
held; and shall ascertain that the ap- 
plicant has received a list of such pro- 
grams; and request to ascertain then 
and there whether he desires repre- 
sentation; advise him that he will have 
a reasonable opportunity to present 
evidence in his own behalf, to examine 
and object to evidence against him, 
and to cross-examine witnesses pre- 
sented by the Government; and place 
the applicant under oath. 


» + oe 


PART 242—PROCEEDINGS TO DETERMINE DE- 
PORTABILITY OF ALIENS IN THE UNITED 
STATES: APPREHENSION, CUSTODY, HEAR- 
ING, AND APPEAL 


3. It is proposed to revise § 242.1(c) 
by adding three new sentences to the 
end thereof. As revised, § 242.1(c) 
reads as follows: 


§ 242.1 Order to show cause and notice of 
hearing. 


PROPOSED RULES 


(c) Service. Service of the order to 
show cause may be _ accomplished 
either by personal service or by rou- 
tine service; however, when routine 
service is used and the respondent 
does not appear for hearing or ac- 
knowledge in writing that he has re- 
ceived the order to show cause, it shall 
be re-served by personal service. When 
personal delivery of an order to show 
cause is made by an immigration offi- 
cer, the contents of the order to show 
cause shall be explained and the re- 
spondent shall be advised that any 
statement he makes may be used 
against him. He shall also be advised 
of his right to representation by coun- 
sel of his own choice at no expense to 
the Government. He shall also be ad- 
vised of the availability of free legal 
services programs qualified under Part 
292a of this chapter and organizations 
recognized pursuant to § 292.2 of this 
chapter, located in the district where 
his deportation hearing will be held. 
He shall be furnished with a list of 
such programs, and a copy of Form I- 
618, Written Notice of Appeal Rights, 
regardless of the manner in which the 
service of the order to show cause was 


-accomplished. Service of these docu- 


ments shall be noted on Form I-213. 


* e * * * 


4. It is proposed to amend § 242.2(a) 
by changing the term “special inquiry 
officer’ to “immigration judge” wher- 
ever it appears. It is proposed to fur- 
ther amend § 242.2(a) by adding three 
new sentences between the existing 
fourth and fifth sentences a respect- 
ing advice to aliens concerning free 
legal services programs. The three sen- 
tences to be added read as follows: 


§ 242.2 Apprehension, custody, and deten- 
tion. 


(a) Warrant of arrest. * * * He shall 
also be advised of the availability of 
free legal services programs qualified 
under Part 292a of this chapter and 
organizations recognized pursuant to 
§ 292.2 of this chapter, located in the 
district where his deportation hearing 
will be held. He shall be furnished 
with a list of such programs, and a 
copy of Form I-618, Written Notice of 
Appeal Rights. Service of these docu- 
ments shall be noted on Form I-213. 


* * os * * 


5. It is proposed to amend § 242.2(b) 
by amending the title as set forth 
below and by changing the term “spe- 
cial inquiry officer’ to “immigration 
judge” wherever it appears. It is pro- 
posed to further amend § 242.2(b) by 
adding four new sentences between 
the existing fifth and sixth sentences 
pertaining to notificaiton of aliens of 
the availability of free legal services 


and appeal rights. The four sentences 
to be added read as follows: 

(b) Authority of immigration judge; 
appeals. * * * In connection with such 
application the immigration judge 
shall advise the respondent of his 
right to be represented by counsel of 
his own choice at no expense to the 
Government. He shall also be advised 
of the availability of free legal services 
programs qualified under Part 292a of 
this chapter and organizations recog- 
nized pursuant to § 292.2 of this chap- 
ter, located in the district where his 
application is to be heard. The immi- 
gration judge shall ascertain that the 
respondent has received a list of such 
programs, and the receipt by the re- 
spondent of a copy of Form I-618, 
Written Notice of Appeal Rights. 
Upon rendering a decision on an appli- 
cation under this section, the immigra- 
tion judge (or district director if he 
renders the decision) shalf advise the 
alien of his appeal rights under this 
section. * * * 


* * * * * 


6. It is proposed to revise § 242.16(a) 
to read as follows: 


§ 242.16 Hearing. 


(a) Opening. The immigration judge 
shall advise the respondent of. his 
right to representation, at no expense 
to the Government, by counsel of his 
own choice authorized to practice in 
the proceedings and require him to 
state then and there whether he de- 
sires representation; advise the respon- 
dent of the availability of free legal 
services programs qualified under Part 
292a of this chapter and organizations 
recognized pursuant to § 292.2 of this 
chapter, located in the district where 
the deportation hearing is being held; 
ascertain that the respondent has re- 
ceived a list of such programs, and a 
copy of Form I-618, Written Notice of 
Appeal Rights; advise the respondent 
that he will have a reasonable oppor- 
tunity to examine and object to the 
evidence against him, to present evi- 
dence in his own behalf and to cross- ° 
examine witnesses presented by the 
Government; place the respondent 
under oath; read the factual allega- 
tions and the charges in the order to 
show cause to the respondent and ex- 
plain them in nontechnical language, 
and enter the order to show cause as 
an exhibit in the record. Deportation 
hearings shall be open to the public, 
except that the immigration judge 
may, in his discretion and for the pur- 
pose of protecting witnesses, respon- 
dents, or the public interest, direct 
that the general public or particular 
individuals shall be excluded from the 
hearing in any specific case. Depend- 
ing upon physical facilities, reasonable 
limitation may be placed upon the 
number in attendance at any one time, 
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with priority being given to the press 
over the general public. 


* * * 


PART 287—FIELD OFFICERS; POWERS AND 
DUTIES 


7. It is proposed to amend § 287.3 by 
changing the term “special inquiry of- 
ficer’ to “immigration judge” wherev- 
er it appears. It is proposed to further 
amend § 287.3 by revising the fourth 
sentence and adding two new sen- 
tences, immediately preceding the ex- 
isting fifth sentence. The proposed 
amendments read as follows: 


§ 287.3 Disposition of aliens arrested with- 
out warrant. 


* * * After the examining officer has 
determined that formal proceedings 
will be instituted, an alien arrested 
without warrant of arrest shall be ad- 
vised of the reason for his arrest and 
his right to be represented by counsel 
of his own choice, at no expense to the 
Government. He shall also be provided 
with a list of the available free legal 
services programs qualified under Part 
292a of this chapter and organizations 
recognized pursuant to § 292.2 of this 
chapter, located in the district where 
his deportation hearing will be held. It 
shall be noted on Form [I-213 that 


such a list was provided to the alien. 
sess 


* * * * + 


8. It is proposed to add a new Part 
292a which is proposed to read as fol- 
lows: 


PART 292a—LISTING OF FREE LEGAL SERVICES 
PROGRAMS 


Sec. 

2924.1 
292a.2 
2924.3 
292a.4 


Listing. 

Qualifications. 

Applications. 

Approval and denial of applications. 
Removal of an organization from 


AUTHORITY: (Sec. 103; 8 U.S.C. 1103.) 


§ 292a.1 Listing. 


District directors and officers-in- 
charge shall maintain a current list of 
organizations qua!‘fied under this part 
and organizations accredited under 
§ 292.2 of this chapter within their re- 
spective jurisdictions for the purpose 
of providing aliens in deportation or 
exclusion proceedings with a list of 
such organizations as prescribed in 
this chapter. 


§ 292a.2 Qualifications. 


An organization which seeks to have 
its name appear on the Service list de- 
scribed in § 292a.1 must show that it is 
established in the United States, pro- 
vides free legal services to indigent 


PROPOSED RULES 


aliens, and has on its staff, attorneys 
as defined in §1.1(f) of this chapter 
who are available to render such free 
legal services by representation in de- 
portation or exclusion proceedings. 
Bar associations which provide a refer- 
ral service of attorneys who render pro 
bono assistance to aliens in deporta- 
tion or exclusion proceedings may also 
qualify to have their names appear on 
the Service list. Listing of an organiza- 
tion qualified under this Part is not 
equivalent to recognition under § 292.2 
of this chapter. : 


§ 292a.3 Applications. 


Applications by organizations to 
qualify for listing under this part shall 
be submitted to the district director or 
officer-in-charge having jurisdiction 
over each area in which free legal ser- 
vices are being provided by the organi- 
zation. The application shall be sup- 
ported by a declaration signed by an 
authorized officer of the organization 
that the organization complies with all 
the qualifications set out in § 292a.2. 


§ 292a.4 Approval and denial of applica- 
tions. 


District directors or officers-in- 
charge shall have the sole authority to 
grant or deny an application submit- 
ted by an organization under this 
Part, within their respective jurisdic- 
tion. If an application is denied, the 
applicant shall be notified of the deci- 
sion in writing giving the grounds for 
such denial. The decision denying the 
application shall be final. 


§ 292a.5 Removal of an organization from 
list. 


If the district director or officer-in- 
charge is satisfied that an organization 
listed under § 292a.1 does not meet the 
qualifications as set out in § 292a.2, he 
shall notify the organization con- 
cerned, in writing, of his intention to 
remove its name from the Service list. 
The organization may submit an 
answer within 30 days from the date 
the notice was served. If, after consid- 
ering the answer by the organization, 
in the event an answer is submitted, 
the district director or officer-in- 
charge determines that the organiza- 
tion does not qualify under § 292a.2, 
he shall remove its name from the list, 
and his decision shall be final. 


PuBLIC COMMENTS INVITED 


In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553 the 
Service invites representations of in- 
terested parties on this proposed rule. 
All relevant data, views, or arguments 
submitted on or before November 27, 
1978, will be considered. Representa- 
tions should be submitted in writing, 
in duplicate, to the Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization at the 
address shown at the beginning of this 
notice. 
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Dated: September 21, 1978. 


LEONEL J. CASTILLO, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


APPENDIX 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
WRITTEN NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS 
YOUR APPEAL RIGHTS 


ReabD THIS NOTICE CAREFULLY 


1. You will have a hearing by an immigra- 
tion judge who will enter a decision 
after the hearing is completed. If you 
are not satisfied with that decision, you 
have a right to appeal to the Board of 
Immigration Appeals, unless you waive 
your right to appeal. 

2. A notice that you wish to appeal your 
case must be filed with the immigration 
judge within 10 days after the immigra- 
tion judge announces his decision in 
your case. If the immigration judge 
mails his decision to you, you must file a 
notice that you wish to appeal your case 
within 13 days after the immigration 
judge has mailed his decision. 

3. You must complete and file a Form I- 
290A, in triplicate, in order to appeal 
your case. These forms can be obtained 
from the immigration .judge or an immi- 
gration officer. 

4. You must pay a $50.00 fee when filing the 
Form I-290A unless you cannot afford 
this fee. Then you may apply for a fee- 
waiver under 8 C.F.R. Sections 3.3(b) 
and 103.7(c). In order to get a fee waiver 
you must file an affidavit asking for per- 
mission to file your appeal without a fee 
payment and stating why you believe 
you are entitled to this waiver and the 
reasons for your inability to pay the fee. 
This affidavit may be filed with the 
Form I-290A. 

5. You may consult with an attorney in 
order to assist with your appeal, or you 
may seek legal assistance from any of 
the legal services programs included on 
the list which you have been furnished. 

6. Unless you have waived your right to 
appeal from the immigration judge’s de- 
cision to the Board of Immigration Ap- 
peals, you will not be required to depart 
from the United States during the time 
allowed for the filing of an appeal; fur- 
ther, you will not be required to depart 
from the United States while an appeal 
is pending before the Board or while 
your case is pending before the Board 
by way of certification. 

7. If you have decided to waive your right to 
appeal the immigration judge’s decision 
in your case, you may execute the fol- 
lowing waiver: 

The immigration judge has rendered a decision in 
my deportation case on 5— . He has ex- 
plained that decision to me and has advised me of 
my right to appeal his decision to the Board of 
Immigration Appeals. 


I hereby accept the immigration judge’s decision 
and waive my right to appeal. 





(Date) (Signature) 





(Signature of Interpreter) A 
{FR Doc. 78-27074 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[7590-01] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[10 CFR Part 51] 


LICENSING AND REGULATORY POLICY AND 
PROCEDURES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PRO- 
TECTION 


Environmental Survey of the Uranium Fuel 
Cycle; correction 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 

ACTION: Advance notice of intent to 
update WASH-1248 (supporting docu- 
ment for table S-3, 10 CFR 51.20). 


SUMMARY: The expiration date for 
comments which appears in the last 
paragraph of the Supplementary In- 
formation of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
notice FR Doc. 78-25075, published 
September 7, 1978, Vo. 43, No. 174, 
page 39802, should be changed from 
October i, 1978, to October 20, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


John EK. Lerohl, Chief, Technology 
Assessment Branch 301-427-4138. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of September 1978. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 
JOHN K. LEROHL, 
Chief, Technology Assessment 
Branch Division of Fuel Cycle 
and Material Safety. 


{FR Doc. 78-27215 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[3510-06] 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of Economic Analysis 
[15 CFR Part 806] 
DIRECT INVESTMENT SURVEYS 
Proposed Rulemaking 


AGENCY: Bureau of Economic Analy- 
sis, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of pronosed rulemak- 
ing. 


SUMMARY: This document proposes 
to amend the rules regarding the 
treatment of trusts in determining the 
existence and reporting of direct in- 
vestment and to more specifically pro- 
vide that information may be required 
to be reported by an intermediary. 
The present definition of trust has 
proved unsatisfactory because certain 
investments for which survey coverage 
is desired are technically not covered 
based on the present definition, and 
the change regarding intermediaries is 
to explicitly note in the subsection on 


PROPOSED RULES 


intermediaries that they may be re- 
quired to file reports. The effect of 
these changes is that certain invest- 
ments not previously required to file 
reports will have to file. 


DATE: Comments are due on or 
before October 27, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Send comments to: U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Bureau of 
Economic Analysis, International In- 
vestment Division (BE-50), Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20230. All comments, materi- 
al, questions, etc., in response to this 
proposal will be available for public in- 
spection during normal business 
hours, 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., in Room 
608, 1401 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 


CONTACT: 


George R. Kruer, Chief, Internation- 
al Investment Division, Bureau of 
Economic Analysis, U.S. Department 
of Commerce Washington, D.C. 
20230, 202-523-0657. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This document proposes to amend the 
rules regarding the treatment of trusts 
in determining the existence and re- 
porting of direct investment and to 
more specifically provide that infor- 
mation may be required to be reported 
by an intermediary. 

The treatment of trusts under the 
present rules (see 15 CFR 806.11(b) 
and (c)) primarily depends on whether 
the trust is revocable or irrevocable. 
Revocable trusts are treated as inter- 
mediaries and the existence of direct 
investment is determined in reference 
to the creator(s) and/or 
beneficiary(ies) of the trusts as the 
person(s) ultimately having ownership 
and control of the trust investments. 
As concerns irrevocable trusts, the ex- 
istence of direct investment is deter- 
mined by reference to the trust instru- 
ment and the trust is considered the 
owner as concerns any direct invest- 
ment activity. This has proved to be 
unsatisfactory, primarily because ir- 
revocable trusts may be short-term, 
and certain investments for which cov- 
erage is desired technically are not 
covered by the present regulations. 

The proposed amendment would 
provide for the treatment of all trusts 
as intermediaries, not just revocable 
trusts, and contains clarifying lan- 
guage concerning the application of 
the rules to certain trusts which have 
been created by corporations or other 
organizations. 

Under “Reporting requirements” 
(§ 806.3) it is stated that reports may 
be required from intermediaries. . 

This proposed amendment would 
add similar language to § 806.11(c) in- 


termediary, to make it clear that when 
information required is available only 
to an intermediary, the intermediary 
may be required to report the infor- 
mation. 


NotTe.—The department of Commerce has 
determined that this proposal is not a sig- 
nificant regulation requiring preparation of 
a regulatory analysis under Executive Order 
12044. 


It is therefore proposed to modify 
part 806, 15 CFR, as set forth below. 


JUANITA M. KREPS, 
Secretary of Commerce. 


1. In § 806.7, paragraph (n) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 806.7 General definitions. 


= oF ~ + * 


(n) “Intermediary” means an agent, 
nominee, manager, custodian, trust, or 
any person acting in a similar capac- 
ity. 

2. In § 806.11, paragraphs ¢b) and (c) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 806.11 Estates, trusts, and intermediar- 
ies. 


+ * ~ + * 


(b) A trust, either U.S. or foreign, is 
a person, but is not a business enter- 
prise. The trust shall be considered 
the same as an intermediary and re- 
porting should be as outlined in para- 
graph (c) of this section. For reporting 
purposes, the beneficiaryiies) of the 
trusts, or the creator(s) of the trust in 
the situation detailed below or if there 
is, or may be, a reversionary interest, 
shall be considered to be the owner(s) 
of the investments of the trust for de- 
termining the existence of direct in- 
vestment. Where a corporation or 
other organization creates a trust des- 
ignating its shareholders or members 
as beneficiaries, the creating corpora- 
tion or organization shall be deemed 
to be the owner of the investments of 
the trust, or succeeding trusts where 
the presently existing trust has 
evolved out of a prior trust, for the 
purposes of determining the existence 
and reporting of direct investment. 
This procedure is adopted in order to 
fulfill the statistical purposes of this 
part and does not imply that control 
over an enterprise owned or controlled 
by a trust is, or can be, exercised by 
the beneficiary(ies) or creator(s). 

(c) Intermediary. (1) If a particular 
U.S. direct investment abroad is held, 
exercised, administered, or managed 
by a U.S. intermediary, such interme- 
diary shall be responsible for report- 
ing the required information for, and 
in the name of, its principal or shall 
instruct the principal to submit the re- 
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quired information. Upon instructing 
the prinicpal, the intermediary shall 
be released from further liability to 
report provided it has informed this 
bureau of the date such instructions 
were given and the name and address 
‘of the principal, and has supplied the 
principal with any information in the 
possession of, or which can be secured 
by, the intermediary, that is necessary 
to permit the principal to complete 
the required reports. When acting in 
the capacity of an intermediary, the 
accounts or transactions of the U.S. in- 
termediary with the foreign affiliate 
shall be considered as accounts or 
tre ‘sactions of the U.S. principal with 
the foreign affiliate. To the extent 
such transactions or accounts are un- 
available to the principal, they may be 
required to be reported by the inter- 
mediary. 

(2) If a U.S. person holds a foreign 
affiliate through a foreign interme- 
diary, the U.S. person will be consid- 
ered to own the foreign affiliate di- 
rectly and all accounts or transactions 
of the U.S. person with the interme- 
diary will be considered to be with the 
foreign affiliate. 

(3) If a particular foreign direct in- 
vestment in the United States is held, 
exercised, administered, or managed 
by a U.S. intermediary for the foreign 
beneficial owner, such intermediary 
shall be responsible for reporting the 
required information for, and in the 
name of, the U.S. affiliate, and shall 
report on behalf of the U.S. affiliate 
or shall instruct the U.S. affiliate to 
submit the required information. 
Upon so instructing the U.S. affiliate, 
the intermediary shall be released 
from further liability to report pro- 
vided it has informed this Bureau of 
the date such instructions were given 
and the name and address of the U.S. 
affiliate, and has supplied the U.S. af- 
filiate with any information in the 
possession of, or which can be secured 
by, the intermediary that is necessary 
to permit the U.S. affiliate to complete 
the required reports. When acting in 
the capacity of an intermediary, the 
accounts or transactions of the U.S. in- 
termediary with a foreign benefiual 
owner shall be considered as accounts 
or transactions of the U.S. affiliate 
with the foreign beneficial owner. To 
the extent such transactions or ac- 
counts are unavailable to the U.S. af- 
filiate, they may be required to be re- 
ported by the intermediary. 

(4) If a foreign beneficial owner 
holds a U.S. affiliate through a foreign 
intermediary, the U.S. affiliate may 
report the intermediary as its foreign 
parent but, when requested, must also 
indentify and furnish information con- 
cerning the foreign beneficial owner, if 
known, or if such information can be 
secured. Accounts or transactions of 
the U.S. affiliate with the foreign in- 
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termediary shall be considered as ac- 
counts or transactions of the U.S. af- 
filiate with the foreign beneficial 
owner. 


{FR Doc. 78-27213 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[8010-01] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[17 CFR Part 230] 
[Release No. 33-5978] 


EFFECTIVE DATE OF AMENDMENTS TO REGIS- 
TRATION STATEMENT AND EXPANSION OF 
DEFINITIONAL RULE 


Withdrawal of Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 


AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is with- 
drawing rule proposals which would 
have provided a means by which cer- 
tain post-effective amendments to reg- 
istration statements filed on form S-8 
under the Securities Act of 1933 might 
become effective automatically, with- 
out affirmative action on the part of 
the Commission or its staff. This 
action is taken because it appears that 
the proposals would not provide any 
significant advantage over current 
practice and would not be utilized by a 
significant number of issuers. The 
Commission is also deferring the possi- 
ble expansion of a definitional rule 
which would have permitted delivery 
of prospectuses relating to securities 
registered on form S-8-which are 
traded in unsolicited transactions on 
the automated quotation system of a 
registered national securities associ- 
ation. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 18, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


John. A. Granda (202-755-1750), 
Office of Disclosure Policy and Pro- 
ceedings, Division of Corporation Fi- 
nance, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 20549. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Commission announced the with- 
drawal of proposed rule 480 and a con- 
forming amendment to rule 459 which 
were published for comment in Securi- 
ties Act release No. 33-5768 (November 
22, 1976) (41 FR 52701). These propos- 
als would have provided a means by 
which post-effective amendments on 
form S-8 could be made effective auto- 
matically under certain conditions 
without affirmative action by the 
Commission or staff. Under the pres- 
ent procedure, section 8(c) of the Se- 
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curities Act of 1933 (“‘Act’”’) (15 U.S.C. 
77a et seq.) requires that all amend- 
ments filed after the effective date of 
a registration statement shall become 
effective on such date as the Commis- 
sion may determine.' Thus, affirma- 
tive action by the Commission current- 
ly is always required for a post-effec- 
tive amendment to become effective. 

The conditions required to be satis- 
fied by an issuer in order for its 
amendment to become automatically 
effective were set forth in paragraph 
(a) of the proposed rule. They include 
the following: (1) Preparation of the 
post-effective amendment in accord- 
ance with Form S-8 under the Act; (2) 
selection by the issuer of any effective 
date not less than twenty days follow- 
ing the date the amendment was filed; 
and (3) presentation of a legend on the 
facing page of the amendment and 
compliance with the conditions de- 
scribed therein. 

Under paragraph (b) of proposed 
rule 480, the post-effective amend- 
ment would not become effective if a 
second post-effective amendment were 
filed prior to the effective date speci- 
fied on the first such amendment. Pro- 
posed rule 480(c) simply provided that 
the post-effective amendments not 
filed pursuant to rule 480(a) would 
become effective pursuant to section 
8(c) of the Act. 

The proposed amendment to rule 
459 merely indicated the manner in- 
which the twenty day period of pro- 
posed rule 480(a) would be computed. 

While intended to eliminate the 
need for affirmative Commission or 
staff action in post-effective amend- 
ments to form S-8 becoming effective, 
the proposed rule, in operation, would 
not have altered the present process of 
staff review of such amendments. 
Moreover, the present procedures of 
issuing an order confirming that the 
amendment has become effective as 
well as transmittal by mail and tele- 
gram of a copy of the order to the reg- 
istrant and inclusion of such order in 
the Commission’s files would have 
been continued if the proposed rule 
had been adopted. However, any fail- 
ure or delay in issuing an order to the 
registrant would not have prevented 
the amendment from becoming effec- 
tive pursuant to proposed rule 480 if 
the registrant had met all of its condi- 
tions. 

The majority of the letters of com- 
ment indicated that proposed rule 480 
would not provide any significant ad- 
vantage over current practice. The 


Section 8(c) states that: “An amendment 
filed after the effective date of the registra- 
tion statement, if such amendment, upon its 
face, appears to the Commission not to be 
incomplete or inaccurate in any material re- 
spect, shall become effective on such date as 
the Commission may determine, having due 
regard to the public interest and the protec- 
tion of investors. 
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view also expressed that issuers would 
not utilize proposed rule 480(a) unless 
assurance could be obtained prior to 
the scheduled effective date that the 
staff had reviewed the amendment 
and had no comments. The reluctance 
of issuers to rely on the rule without 
such assurance appears to be attribut- 
able to their concern over the possibil- 
ity that the staff would have com- 
ments after an amendment became ef- 
fective, thereby creating the prospect 
of reprinting and redistributing pro- 
spectuses as well as the issuance of a 
stop order. 

The Commission believes that if the 
staff is to review the amendment, com- 
municate to the issuer that it has no 
comments, and prepare an order con- 
firming that the amendment has 
become effective pursuant to rule 
480(a), there will be little substantive 
difference between rule 480(a) and the 
existing procedure for making post-ef- 
fective amendments on form S-8 effec- 
tive. Moreover, the issuer’s ability to 
determine the date of effectiveness of 
the post-effective amendments to reg- 
istration statements on form S-8 was 
considered by certain commentators to 
be of marginal benefit because of the 
minimum waiting period of 20 days. 
The Commission also notes that its 
staff typically is able to adhere to any 
reasonable schedule set forth by the 
registrant and that proposed rule 480 
would impose the additional burden of 
filing and monitoring delaying amend- 
ments. 

In view of the lack of any significant 
advantages which would be derived 
from proposed rule 480 and the con- 
foirming amendment to rule 459, the 
Commission has determined to with- 
draw them. 


POSSIBLE AMENDMENTS TO RULE 153 


Comment was also specifically invit- 
ed on possible amendments to expand 
rule 153 (17 CFR 230.153) to permit 
delivery of prospectuses relating to se- 
curities registered on form S-8 which 
are traded in unsolicited transactions 
on the automated quotation system of 
a national securities association regis- 
tered under section 15A of the Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 (“Exchange 
Act’) (15 U.S.C. 78a et seq., as amend- 
ed by Pub. L. 94-29 (June 4, 1975)).? 
Only one letter of comment addressed 
the possible expansion of the rule. In 
view of the lack of public interest and 
input, the Commission has decided to 
defer further consideration of the con- 


?Rule 153 provides generally that the re- 
quirements of section 5(b)(2) of the Act that 
a transaction be “preceded by a prospectus” 
may be satisfied constructively through the 
actual delivery of prospectuses to the na- 
tional securities exchange on which the 
transaction is effected. The ruJe contem- 
plates that such prospectuses then may be 
redelivered to members of such exchange 
upon their request. 
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cept and not to propose specific 
amendments to rule 153 at this time. 


By the Commission. 


GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS 
Secretary. 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 
[FR Doc. 78-27203 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[8010-01] 


{17 CFR Part 230] 
[Release No. 33-5980, File No. S7-755] 
RESALES OF SECURITIES 


Proposed Rulemaking 


AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is pub- 
lishing for comment a proposal to 
amend two rules which provides safe 
harbors for the resale of securities to 
the public. The proposed amendments 
would permit persons who have held 
securities covered by the rules for a 
period of 5 years or more to sell such 
securities without any amount limita- 
tion, provided such persons are not af- 
filiates of the issuer of the securities. 
The purpose of the amendments is to 
relax certain requirements of the rules 
which may be more burdensome than 
necessary. 


DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before November 20, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be sub- 
mitted in triplicate to George A. Fitz- 
simmons, Secretary, Securities and Ex- 
change Commission, 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 20549. Com- 
ment letters should refer to file No. 
S7-755 and will be available for public 
inspection. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Peter J. Romeo, Division of Corpora- 
tion Finance, Securities and Ex- 
change Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549, 202-755-1240. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Commission today published for 
comment proposed amendments to 
rule 144 (17 CFR 230.144) and rule 148 
(17 CFR 230.148) under the Securities 
Act of 1933 (‘1933 Act’’) (15 U.S.C. 77a 
et seq.) The amendments are being 
proposed for the purpose of relaxing 
certain requirements of the rule which 
may be unnecessarily burdensome. In 
a related action, the Commission pre- 
viously announced in a separate re- 
lease ' the adoption of other amend- 
ments to rules 144 and 148 which simi- 
larly are designed to reduce the bur- 
dens of those rules. 


INFORMATION 


1Release No. 33-5979 (September 19, 1978) 
(43 FR 43726). 


BACKGROUND 


Both rule 144 and rule 148 provide a 
safe harbor for the public resale of 
certain types of securities. Rule 144 
applies to the resale of “restricted se- 
curities” ? and securities held by affili- 
ates * of an issuer, while rule 148 is ap- 
plicable to the resale of securities ac- 
quired in bankruptcy proceedings. 
Both of these rules prescribe stand- 
ards which, if met, permit persons who 
hold such securities to sell them pub- 
licly without the need for registration 
and without being deemed underwrit- 
ers ‘under the 1933 Act. 

Rule 144 was considered to be an ex- 
periment at the time of its adoption.°® 
Accordingly, the Commission has mon- 
itored its operation to determine how 
well it is working and what changes, if 
any, are necessary to improve it. Gen- 
erally, it is the Commission’s view that 
the rule has operated well insofar as 
achieving its primary purpose, the pro- 
tection of investors, is concerned. It 
has, however, been subject in recent 
years to the criticism that several of 
the requirements, particularly those 
limiting the amount of securities that 
can be sold under it, are more restric- 
tive than necessary to achieve the pur- 
poses of the 1933 Act. 

The Commission has given consider- 
ation to the critical comments con- 
cerning rule 144 and in the past sever- 
al years has taken various steps to 
relax some of the rule’s requirements. ® 
It now proposes to take a further step 
in that direction by publishing for 
comment an amendment that would 
permit sales under the rule to be made 
without any volume restrictions: Pro- 
vided, The seller is not an affiliate of 
the issuer and has held his securities 
for at least 5 years. A similar amend- 
ment to rule 148 also is being proposed 
for comment. 


DISCUSSION OF THE PROPOSAL 


Under the existing provisions of rule 
144, a nonaffiliate who has held re- 
stricted securities for at least 2 years 


2The term “restricted securities” includes 
securities acquired in nonpublic offerings, 
such as those under section 4(2) of the 1933 
Act, as well as securities acquired in offer- 
ings made in reliance upon rule 240 (17 CFR 
230.240) under the Act. 

3An “affiliate” of an entity is defined in 
rule 405 (17 CFR 230.405) under the 1933 
Act as “a person that directly, or indirectly 
through one or more intermediaries, con- 
trols, or is controlled by, or is under 
common control with, the (entity).” 

‘The term “underwriter” is broadly de- 
fined in section 2(11) of the 1933 Act and in- 
cludes persons who acquire securities “with 
a view to * * * distribution” or who partici- 
pate directly or indirectly in the distribu- 
tion of a security. 

5See in this regard the portion of Release 
No. 33-5223 (January 11, 1972) (37 FR 591) 
entitled “Operation of the Rule.” 

6For more information in this regard, see 
the release cited in footnote 1, infra. 
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may commence selling specified 
amounts of those securities during pe- 
riods of 3 months each.’ If, however, 
such a person does not sell any securi- 
ties during a particular 3-month 
period, he is not permited to cumulate 
the amount that could have been sold 
during the period with the amount 
permitted to be sold during a later 3- 
month period. Thus, for example, a 
person who has held restricted securi- 
ties for 5 years without making any 
prior sales could not sell any greater 
number of securities during a 3-month 
period than a person who has held 
similar securities for only 2 years. 

The inability to cumulate under the 
rule has fostered complaints that the 
rule is unnecessarily restrictive. For 
instance, it has been urged that a 
person who has held his securities for 
5 years has demonstrated by his 
lengthy holding period that he is not 
an underwriter within the meaning of 
section 2(11) of the 1933 Act. Accord- 
ing toe this line of reasoning, the 
lenghty holding period is an ample in- 
dication that the person did not ac- 
quire his securities ‘“‘with a view to dis- 
tribution.” Thus, under this rationale 
the person with the 5-year holding 
period should be free to resell his secu- 
rities without restriction under section 
4(1) of the 1933 Act, which exempts 
from registration sales of securities by 
any person who is not an “issuer, un- 
derwriter, or dealer.” Adherents of 
this point of view therefore argue that 
rule 144 should not place limits on 
sales of securities which have been 
held for lengthy periods of time.* 

While the Commission agrees that 
the length of one’s holding period is a 
major consideration in determining 
whether a person is an underwriter, it 
is not the only cone which bears upon 
that issue. As the Commission pointed 
out in the release * which announced 
the adoption of rule 144, the definition 
of “underwriter” in section 2(11) also 
includes any person who participates 
in a distribution and this requires that 
other factors aisc be examined. In- 
cluded among these other factors, 


™In general, a person may sell during any 
3-month period an amount equal to the 
greater of the average weekly trading 
volume (if available) or 1 percent of the out- 
standing securities of the class. See, in this 
regard, paragraph (e) of rule 144, as recent- 
ly amended in the release cited in footnote 
1, infra. 

®*It should be noted that rule 144 is not 
the exclusive means for selling restricted se- 
curities without registration under the Act. 
The rule is intended simply to be a safe 
harbor for establishing the availability of 
the exemption provided by section 4(1). 
Thus, sales of restricted securities which do 
not constitute a distribution may be made 
by nonaffiliates directly under section 4(1), 
provided they are in accordance with cur- 
rent interpretations of that section. 

*Release No. 33-5223 (January 1i, 1972) 
(37 FR 591). 
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which all bear upon whether a pcrson 
may be engaged in a distribution, are 
the availability of adequate current in- 
formation about the issuer and the 
impact on the trading market of the 
sale transaction. 

In an effort to take into considera- 
tion all of the factors that should be 
considered in determining whether a 
person is an underwriter, while at the 
same time attempting to provide ap- 
propriate relief to those who have 
held their securities for periods of con- 
siderable length, the Commission has 
decided to invite public comment on 
the proposal briefly referred to in the 
preceding section. As stated therein, 
the proposal would permit nonaffi- 
liates of an issuer to sell their securi- 
ties under rule 144 without any 
volume restrictions after they have 
held the securities for a period of 5 or 
more years. This proposal not only 
would give major recognition to the 
length of one’s holding period, but 
also would continue to take into con- 
sideration the other elements involved 
in section 2(11) by applying certain 
other provisions of rule 144, such as 
the public information and manner of 
sale requirements, to transactions cov- 
ered by the proposal. 

The effect of the proposal outlined 
above would be to exempt nonaffi- 
liates from the volume limitations of 
the rule after they have held their se- 
curities for at least 5 years. All other 
provisions of the rule would continue 
to apply to such persons. In this 
regard, however, the Commission is in- 
terested in receiving comments on 
whether the notice of sale require- 
ment of paragraph (h) of the rule 
should continue to be applied to non- 
affiliates who might wish to avail 
themselves of the provision. 

With respect to the holding period 
of 5 years contained in the proposal, 
the Commission also invites comments 
on whether it would be appropriate to 
consider reducing the time period re- 
quirement, depending on whether the 
issuer files periodic reports with the 
Commission under sections 13 or 15(d) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
{15 U.S.C. 78a, et seq.] (in which case 
the holding period might be reduced 
to 4 years) or whether the issuer’s se- 
curities are listed on a national stock 
exchange (in which case the holding 
period might be reduced to 3 years). 

The Commission wishes to empha- 
size that persons who are deemed to 
be affiliates of an issuer would not be 
able to avail themselves of the new 
provision. The control relationship 
which such persons have with the 
issuer of the securities would appear 
to increase the likelihood that they 
might attempt to utilize the provision 
for distributions rather than routine 
trading transactions. Accordingly, the 
Commission does not believe it would 
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be appropriate to make the new provi- 
sion available to persons who have 
such a relationship with the issuer. 


TEXT OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 


(Attention: Arrows are used to indi- 
cate additions. There are no dele- 
tions.) 

I. It is proposed to amend 17 CFR 
Chapter II by revising § 230.144 to 
read as follows: 


§ 230.144 Persons deemed not to be en- 
gaged in a distribution and therefore 
not underwriters. : 


* + s 


te) s* 8 

(i) *2e +s 

(2) Sales by persons other than affili- 
tates. The amount of restricted securi- 
ties sold for the account of any person 
other than an affiliate of the issuer, 
together with all other sales of re- 
stricted securities of the same class for 
the account of such person within the 
preceding 3 months, shall not exceed 
the amount specified in paragraphs (e) 
(AMD, (LGD, or (Lil) of this section, 
whichever is applicable. »'The limita- 
tion in this paragraph (e)(2), however, 
shall not apply to restricted securities 
sold for the account of a person who is 
not an affiliate of the issuer: Provided 
The securities have been beneficially 
owned by the person for a period of at 
least 5 years prior to the sale of such 
securities, except that in the event 
such securities were purchased, the 
full purchase price or other considera- 
tion shall have been paid or given at 
least 5 years prior to the sale. 


+ z * * s 


II. It is proposed to amend 17 CFR 
Chapter II by revising § 230.148 to 
read as follows: 


§ 230.148 Persons deemed not to be under- 
writers of securities issued or sold in 
connection with bankruptcy proceed- 
ing. 


a * + * a 


(b) Securities issued under a plan. A 
person or entity who acquires securi- 
ties issued under a plan in a transac- 
tion exempt from the registration re- 
quirements of the Securities Act of 
1933 shail not be deemed an under- 
writer within the meaning of section 
2(11) of the Act with respect to resales 
of such securities if all of the follow- 
ing conditions are met: 

(1) Volume limitation. The amount 
of securities sold for the account of 
such person or entity during any 3 
month period shall not exceed the 
greater of (i) 1 percent of the sum of 
the number of shares or other units of 
the class issued and outstanding and 
the number of shares or units of the 
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class reserved for future issuance in 
respect of claims and interests filed 
and allowed under the plan, as shown 
by the most recent report or state- 
ment published by the issuer, or (ii) 
the average weekly reported volume of 
trading in such securities on all na- 
tional securities exchanges and report- 
ed through the automated quotation 
system of a registered securities associ- 
ation during the 4 calendar weeks pre- 
ceding the date of receipt of the order 
to execute the transaction by the 
broker or the date of execution of the 
transaction directly with a market 
maker, or (iii) the average weekly 
volume of trading in such securities re- 
ported through the consolidated trans- 
action reporting system contemplated 
by rule 17a-15 under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 during the 4- 
week period specified in paragraph 
(b)(1)Gii) of this section. For the pur- 
pose of determining the limitation on 
the amount of securities sold, all secu- 
rities of the same class sold under this 
rule by persons or entities acting in 
concert shall be aggregated. » The lim- 
itation in this paragraph (b)(1) on the 
amount of securities that may be sold, 
however, shall not apply to securities 
sold for the account of a person who is 
not an affiliate of the issuer, provided 
the securities have been beneficially 
owned by the person for a period of at 
least 5 years prior to the sale of such 
securities, except that in the event 
such securities were purchased, the 
full purchase price or other considera- 
tion shall have been paid or given at 
least 5 years prior to the sale.<« 


(Secs. 2(11), 4(1), 4(4), 19(a), 48 Stat. 74, 77, 
85; secs. 201, 203, 209, 210, 48 Stat. 905, 906, 
908; secs. 1-4, 6, 68 Stat. 683, 684; sec. 12, 78 
Stat. 580; (15 U.S.C. T7b(11), 77d(1), 77d(4), 
Tis(a))) 


STATUTORY Basis 


The amendments to rules 144 and 
148 are being proposed by the Com- 
mission pursuant to the Securities Act 
of 1933, particularly sections 2(11), 
4(1), 4(4) and 19(a) thereof. 


By the Commission. 


GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 


[FR Doc. 78-27193 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6740-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
[18 CFR Ch. 1] 


[Docket No. RM78-2; Formerly ICC Docket 
- Ex Parte No. 308] 


VALUATION OF COMMON CARRIER PIPELINES 


Oral Argument; Public Hearing 


AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Oral argument—public hear- 
ing. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Energy Reg- 
ulatory Commission will hold a public 
hearing on oil pipeline regulation for 
the purpose of receiving comments 
from and exchanging views with per- 
sons interested in that subject. The 
issues in the particular proceeding 
relate to rate base and rate of return. 
However, the discussion will not be 
limited to those areas. Participants are 
free to discuss other topics that they 
deem relevant to the Commission’s oil 
pipeline responsibilities. 


DATES: The hearing will begin at 10 
a.m. on October 16, 1978, and will con- 
tinue on October 17, 1978. Requests to 
participate must be submitted on or 
before October 2, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary, Fed- 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20426, 202-275-4166. 


Lois D. Cashell, Assistant Secretary, 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commis- 

sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 

Washington, D.C. 20426, 202-275- 

4166. 

On August 30, 1978, the Association 
of Oil Pipe Lines filed a request for 
oral argument on the issues presented 
in docket No. RM78-2 (formerly ICC 
Docket Ex Parte No. 308). 

The Commission, because of the sig- 
nificance and complexity of the mat- 
ters in question, will hold a public 
hearing for the purpose of receiving 
comments from and exchanging views 
with persons interested in this rule- 
making proceeding and in oil pipeline 
regulation generally. It is not the in- 
tention of the Commission to limit the 
discussion to rate base and rate of 
return. Participants in this public 
hearing are free to discuss other topics 
that they deem relevant to the Com- 
mission’s oil pipeline responsibilities. 
However, participants should bear in 
mind that the Commission’s action 
herein will be based solely on the 
record in this proceeding on those 
extra-record materials of which it can 
properly take administrative notice. 


The Commission is aware of and has 
given some thought to the legal ques- 
tions with respect to construction of 
the Valuation Act of 1913 raised in 
this proceeding and dealt with in 
Farmers Union Central Exchange v. 
FERC, —— F. 2d —— (D.C. Cir., June 
27, 1978). However, a petition for cer- 
tiorari in that case is now pending in 
the Supreme Court. Hence this is an 
inappropriate forum in which to argue 
the issues of statutory construction 
there involved. 

Accordingly, participants in this 
hearing are asked to refrain from 
seeking to relitigate Farmers before 
the Commission. They should assume 
that the law does not preclude the 
Commission from making innovations 
in this area and should, therefore, ad- 
dress themselves in the main to the 
basic policy questions presented. Spe- 
cial attention should be given to the 
actual and potential impact of oil pipe- 
line regulation on consumers, on com- 
petition in the oil industry, and on the 
Nation’s energy needs and goals. 

Different groups of participants in 
this hearing may have similar inter- 
ests. In order to avoid repetitive pre- 
sentations, the Commission reserves 
the right to limit participation in the 
oral argument. Parties having similar 
positions on issues should consolidate 
their efforts, to the extent possible, 
and make a collective appearance 
through a single spokesman. 

To expedite the oral argument, the 
Commission will not require a formal 
brief or a position paper from the par- 
ticipants. If the participants wish to 
provide such documents, or courtesy 
copies of prepared texts which they 
plan to present at the public hearing, 
they may submit these materials to 
the Secretary prior to the hearing. 

The hearing will be held in Hearing 
Room A on the second floor of the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis- 
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C., at 10 a.m. on Octo- 
ber 16 and October 17, 1978. Requests 
to make statements at this hearing 
should be submitted by mail or tele- 
phone on or before October 2, 1978, to 
Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington,D.C. 20426, 202-275-4166. 
Each such request should state the 
amount of time desired. 

The Secretary will then prepare a 
schedule prescribing the order in 
which participants shall appear and 
the amount of time allocated to each 
of them. 

The Commission finds: It is in the 
public interest to hold oral argument 
in this proceeding. 

The Commission orders: (A) Oral ar- 
gument in this proceeding shall be 
held in Hearing Room A, 825 North 
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Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C., 
at 10 a.m. on October 16 and 17, 1978. 

(B) Requests to participate in the 
oral argument shall be filed on or 
ogy close of business October 2, 


By the Commission. 


KENNETH F’. PLuMB, 
Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 78-27126 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6560-01] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[40 CFR Part 52] 
C(FRL 975-6] 


APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 


Revisions to the South Coast Air Quality Man- 
agement District's Rules and Regulations in 
the State of California 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak- 
ing. 


SUMMARY: Revisions to the South 
Coast Air Quality. Management Dis- 
trict’s rules and regulations have been 
submitted to the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency (EPA) by the Califor- 
nia Air Resources Board for the pur- 
pose of revising the California State 
implementation plan (SIP). The in- 
tended effect of these revisions is to 
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update the rules and regulations and 
to correct deficiencies in the SIP. The 
EPA invites public comments on these 
rules, especially as to their consistency 
with the Clean Air Act. 


DATE: Comments may be submitted 
up to October 27, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent 
to: Regional Administrator, Attn: Air 
and Hazardous Materials Division, Air 
Programs Branch, California SIP Sec- 
tion (A-4), Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region IX, 215 Fremont 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 94105. 
Copies of the proposed revisions are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the EPA 
region IX office at the above address 
and at the following locations: South 
Coast Air Quality Management Dis- 
trict, 9420 Telstar Avenue, El Monte, 
Calif. 91731; California Air Resources 
Board, 1102 Q Street, P.O. Box 2815, 
Sacramento, Calif. 95814; and Public 
Information Reference Unit, Room 
2922 (EPA Library), 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Wally Woo, Chief, California SIP 
Section, EPA, Region IX, 415-556- 
7288. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The California Air Resources Board 
submitted the following rules and reg- 
ulations on June 22, 1978, and July 13, 


1978: 





District Date 


Rule changes 





South Coast Air Quality Manage- June 22, 1978. 
ment District (South Coast Air 
Basin) 


July 13, 1978 


Rule 102 Definition of terms. 


Rule 501.1 
Rule 503 
Rule 301 
Rule 302 
Rule 303 
Rule 442 
Rule 461 
Rule 465 Vacuum producing devices or systems. 
Rule 1102 Petroleum solvent dry cleaners. 

Rule 1113 Architectural coatings. 


Assistance to small business. 
Content of petitions. 
Permit fees. 
Fees for technical reports. 
Hearing board fees. 
Usage of solvent.s 
Gasoline transfer and dispensing. 





In addition, regulations were submit- 
ted concerning new source reviews. 
These regulations will be considered in 
separate FEDERAL REGISTER actions. 

The State also submitted regulations 
concerning new source performance 
standards (NSPS) and national emis- 
sion standards for hazardous air pol- 
lutants (NESHAPS) on June 22, 1978. 
These NSPS and NESHAPS regua- 
tions implement sections 111 and 112 
of the Clean Air Act, and are not ap- 
propriate for inclusion in a State im- 
plementation plan under section 110 
of the Act. Therefore, these regula- 
tions will be neither approved nor dis- 
approved by EPA as part of an appli- 


cable implementation plan. They will, 
however, be reviewed in determining 
whether to delegate authority to im- 
plement and enforce the NSPS and 
NESHAPS regulations in the South 
Coast Air Quality Management Dis- 
trict under the appropriate provisions 
of sections 111 and 112. Announce- 
ment of such delegation would appear 
in a separate FEDERAL REGISTER notice. 

Pursuant to section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 
51, the Administrator is required to 
approve or disapprove the regulations 
submitted as revisions to the SIP. The 
Regional Administrator hereby issues 
this notice setting forth these revi- 
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sions, including rule deletions caused 
thereby, as proposed rulemaking and 
advises the public that interested per- 
sons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX 
Office. Comments received on or 
before October. 27, 1978, will be consid- 
ered. Comments received will be avail- 
able for public inspection at the EPA 
Region IX Office and the EPA Public 
Information Reference Unit. 


(Sec. 110, 301(a) of the Clean Air Act as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 7410) and 7601 (a)). 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 


SHEILA M. PRINDIVILLE, 
Acting Regional Administrator. 


[FR Doc. 78-27067 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 
[40 CFR Part 52] 
[FRL 974-8] 
OHIO 


Approval and Promulgation of Implementation 
Plans 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposed rule is an 
amendment to the federally promul- 
gated Ohio State implementation plan 
for sulfur dioxide. The regulation is 
being amended for three reasons: 
First, the Agency committed to the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit that it would reanalyze emis- 
sion limitations for sources in Summit 
and Butler Counties; second, 12 
sources in the State of Ohio have inde- 
pendently petitioned the Agency to 
revise their emission limitations; and 
finally, a number of typographical 
errors in the regulation are being cor- 
rected here. Most of the changes in 
emission limitations represent relax- 
ations, however, some of the emission 
limitations for sources in Summit and 
Butler Counties have become more 
stringent. Comments are being solicit- 
ed on this amendment. 


DATE: Comments must be received 
on or before November 27, 1978. A 
public hearing will be held on the 
Summit and Butler Countys emission 
limitations from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. on 
October 25, 1978, at the Christopher 
Inn, 300 East Broad Street, Columbus, 
Ohio. The record will be held open for 
a 30-day period following the hearing 
for the purpose of submitting rebuttal 
or additional information. Requests 
for a public hearing on any of the 12 
individual source revisions must be re- 
ceived no later than October 12, 1978. 
A time and place for any additional 
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hearings will be published at a later 
date. 


ADDRESSES: Comments, requests to 
make an oral presentation at the Co- 
lumbus hearing and requests for a 
hearing should be submitted to: Chief, 
Air Programs Branch, U.S. Environ- 
mental Protection agency, Region V, 
230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 60604. The technical support docu- 
ments and dockets for these revisions 
(5A-78-1 and 5A-78-2) are on file at 
the above address and at: Public Infor- 
mation Reference Unit, Room 2922, 
USS. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20460. They may be inspect- 
ed and copied during normal business 
hours. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Patricia Springer, Ohio State Spe- 
cialist, Air Programs Branch, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region V, 230 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60604, 312-353- 
2205. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On August 27, 1976, the Environmen- 
tal Protection Agency (the Agency) 
promulgated regulations establishing 
the State implementation plan (SIP) 
for the control of sulfur dioxide (SO) 
for the State of Ohio (41 FR 36324, 
amended November 10, 1976, 41 FR 
52455, and on May 31, 1977, 42 FR 
27588). Following promulgation, 33 
corporations and all of the investor- 
owned utilities in Ohio filed petitions 
for review with the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the Sixth Circuit. See Cleve- 
land Electric Illuminating v. EPA, 572 
F. 2d 1150; Cincinnati Gas and Elec- 
tric v. EPA, slip opinion issued June 
29, 1978. In order to resolve some of 
the individual issues in that case, the 
Agency agreed to correct the data base 
for several petitioners and reanalyze 
emission limitations in Summit and 
Butler Counties. Other petitioners in 
that case agreed to pursue individual 
SIP revisions in order to resolve their 
issues and dismissed their challenges. 
Still other sources in Ohio have pur- 
sued SIP revisions in order to reflect 
changes in operation or different con- 
trol strategies which are more eco- 
nomical for the source. 

The amendment to the regulation 
proposed today includes the Agency’s 
reanalyzed regulation for Butler and 
Summit Counties, the tentatively ap- 
proved revisions for 12 other sources, 
and the correction of several typo- 
graphical errors. The 12 sources which 
requested the SIP revisions proposed 
here are as follows: Aluminum Co. of 
America; the Hoover Co.; Wheeling- 
Pittsburgh Steel Corp.; Ashland Oil, 
Inc.; The Sun Oil Co.; The Standard 
Oil Co.; Koppers Co., Inc.; Bowling 
Green University; Oberlin College; 
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city of Napoleon, Ohio; Erie Coke & 
Chemical Co.; and Republic Steel. 

The Agency’s reanalysis of Butler 
and Summit Counties is described in a 
technical support document (August 
1978 TSD) which is included in the of- 
ficial docket (docket 5A-78-1). The 
TSD reflects the Agency’s technical 
basis for the regulation and is incorpo- 
rated herein by reference. The August 
1978 TSD is available at region V’s Air 
Programs Branch as well as at the 
Public Information Reference Unit in 
Washington. 

A technical support document has 
also been prepared for each of the 12 
individual source SIP revisions. These 
are also available at region V or the 
Public Information Reference Unit. 
The dockets for the 12 SIP revisions 
have been consolidated and designated 
docket 5A-78-2. 

The Agency has reconsidered the ap- 
propriate attainment date and compli- 
ance schedules for those sources in 
Butler and Summit Counties whose 
emission limitations are changed by 
this amendment and is proposing to 
start the original compliance schedule 
over for these sources. Comments are 
solicited from the sources affected by 
this amendment as to the appropriate 
compliance schedule and attainment 
date. 

Final promulgation of this amend- 
ment will follow analysis of the com- 
ments and the public hearing state- 
ments and will depend on consistency 
with section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and the requirements of 40 CFR Part 
51. 


Note.--The Environmental Protection 
Agency had determined that this document 
is not a significant regulation and does not 
require preparation of a regulatory analysis 
under Executive Order 12044. 

(42 U.S.C. 7410.) 
Dated: September 19, 1978. 


JOHN McGuIRE, 
Regional Administrator. 


Part 52 of chapter I, title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amend- 
ed as follows: 


Subpart KKK—Ohio 


1. In § 52.1875, the attainment date 
for sulfur dioxide in the table is re- 
vised for several sources in Summit 
and Butler Counties. This revision is 
reflected in footnote “‘f” to the table. 


§ 52.1875 Attainment dates for national 
standards. 


2 * * * m 


f. August 27, 1979 except for the compa- 
nies listed in (1) which are subject to an at- 
tainment date of June 17, 1980, and the 
companies in Summit and Butler Counties 
listed in (2) which are subject to an attain- 
ment date of (3 years from final promulga- 
tion). 


(1) Ashland Oil, Inc.; Youngstown Sheet 
& Tube Co.; PPG Industries, Inc.; Wheel- 
ing-Pittsburgh Steel Corp.; Pittsburgh-Can- 
field Corp.; the Timken Co.; The Sun Oil 
Co.; Sheller-Globe Corp.; the B. F. Goodrich 
Co.; Phillips Petroleum Co.; Shell Oil Co.; 
Federal Paper Board Co., Inc.; the Firestone 
Tire & Rubber Co.; Republic Steel Corp.; 
Chase Bag Co.; White-Westinghouse Corp.; 
U.S. Steel Corp.; Interlake, Inc.; Austin 
Powder Co.; Diamond Crystal Salt Co.; the 
Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co.; the Gulf Oil 
Co.; the Standard Oil Co.; Champion Inter- 
national Corp.; Koppers Co., Inc.; General 
Motors Corp.; E. I. duPont de Nemours & 
Co.; Coulton Chemical Corp.; Allied Chemi- 
cal Corp., Specialty Chemicals Division; the 
Hoover Co.; Aluminum Co. of America; Ohio 
Greenhouse Association; Armco Steel Corp.; 
Buckeye Power, Inc.; Cincinnati Gas & Elec- 
tric; Cleveland Electric Illuminating Light 
Co.; Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric; 
Dayton Power & Light Co.; Dusquesne 
Light Co.; Ohio Edison Co.; Ohio Electric 
Co.; Ohio Power Co.; Pennsylvania Power 
Co.; Toledo Edison Co. 

(2) In Summit County: Diamond Crystal 
Salt; Firestone Tire & Rubber Co.; General 
Tire & Rubber; B. F. Goodrich, Co.; Goo- 
dyear Aerospace Corp.; Goodyear Tire -& 
Rubber Co.; Ohio Edison Co.; RCA Rubber 
Co.; Chrysler Corp.; PPG Industries, Inc.; 
Sieberling Tire & Rubber; Terex Division of 
General Motors Corp.; Midwest Rubber Re- 
claiming; Kittinger Supply Co. In Butler 
County: Fisher Body Division of General 
Motors Corp.; Champion International 
Corp.; Middletown Paperboard; Cincinnati 
Gas & Electric, Inc.; Crystal Tissue; Dia- 
mond International; city of Hamilton Mu- 
nicipal Power Plant; Inland Container 
Corp.; Sorg Paper; Mercy Hospital; Beckett 
Paper; St. Regis Paper; Armco Steel Corp.; 
American Cyanamid Co. 


2. Section 52.1881 is amended by re- 
vising paragraph (b) as follows: 


§ 52.1881 Control Strategy: Sulfur oxides 
(sulfur dioxide). 


(b) Regulations for the control of 
sulfur dioxide in the State of Ohio. 


* * * bd * 


(12) In Allen County: 


* « * * * 


(iv) The Standard Oil Co. or any 
subsequent owner or operator of the 
Standard Oil Co. facilities at Allen 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
in excess of the rates specified below: 

(A) 0.92 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
1,000 pounds of total feed at the stack 
common to the fluid catalytic cracker 
and the’carbon monoxide boiler. The 
total feed is the crude input to the 
fluid catalytic cracker. 

(B) 1.00 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input at the 
following: 

(1) ISO stabilizer and split heaters 
(OEPA B002); 

(2) Crude II heater (OEPA B004); 
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(3) Detailer (OEPA B005) 

(4) Crude I heater (OEPA B010); 

(5) Coker furnace (OEPA B011); 

(6) Vac I heater (OEPA BO012); 

(7) MEK Dewaxing Sec heater 
(OEPA BO013); 

(8) Furfural ErtSec heater (OEPA 
B014); 

(9) BH boilers (OEPA B020). 

(C) 0.15 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu for all other boilers and 
process heaters. 

(v) The Clark Equipment Co. or any 
subsequent owner or operator of the 
Clark Equipment Co. facilities at Allen 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 


permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at this facility in 
excess of 2.54 pounds of sulfur dioxide 
per million Btu actual heat input. 


(16) In Belmont County: 

(i) The Wheeling Pittsburgh Steel 
Co. or any subsequent owner or opera- 
tor of the Martins Ferry steel plant in 
Belmont County, Ohio, shall not cause 
or permit the emission of sulfur diox- 
ide from any stack at the Martins 
Ferry facility in excess of 5.78 pounds 
of sulfur dioxide per million Btu 
actual heat input. 

(17) In Butler County: 

(i) No present or any subsequent 
owner or operator, unless otherwise 
specified in this subparagraph, of a by- 
product coke oven located in Butler 
County, Ohio, shall cause or permit 
the combustion of by-product coke 
oven gas containing a total sulfur con- 
tent expressed as hydrogen sulfide in 
excess of 50 grains of hydrogen sulfide 
per 100 dry standard cubic feet of coke 
oven gas or the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any stack at this facility 
in excess of 0.27 pound of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu actual heat input. 

(ii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Fisher Body 
Division of the General Motors Corp. 
in Butler County, Ohio, shall not 
cause or permit the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any stack at this facility 
in excess of 3.25 pounds of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu of actual heat 
input. 

(iii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Champion 
International Corp. in Butler County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess of the 
rates specified below. 

(A) 2.12 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input from 
the stack common to coal-fired boilers 
numbered B010 and BO20. 

(B) 1.02 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for all 
remaining boilers. 

(iv) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Middletown 
Paperboard Corp. in Butler County, 


PROPOSED RULES 


Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess of 1.47 
pounds of sulfur dioxide per million 
Btu of actual heat input. 

(v) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Cincinnati 
Gas & Electric Co.-Dick’s Creek Sta- 
tion, in Butler County, Ohio, shall not 
cause or permit the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any stack at this facility 
in excess of 1.00 pound of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu of actual heat 
input. 

(vi) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Diamond In- 
ternational Corp. in Butler County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess of the 
rates specified below. 

(A) 1.37 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 205. 

(B) 0.40 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 109. 

(vii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the city of Ham- 
ilton, Ohio Municipal Power Plant in 
Butler County, Ohio, shall not cause 
or permit the emission of sulfur diox- 
ide from any stack at this facility in 
excess of the rates specified below. 

(A) 0.31 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 1. 

(B) 2.59 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 6. ‘ 

(C) 0.30 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 7. . 

(D) 1.91 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 8. 

(E) Boiler No. 9 is subject to new 
source performance standards and is 
limited to 1.20 pounds of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu actual heat input. 

(viii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Inland Con- 
tainer Co. in Butler County, Ohio, 
shall not cause or permt the emission 
of sulfur dioxide from any stack at 
this facility in excess of 3.38 pounds of 
sulfur dioxide per million Btu of 
actual heat input. 

(ix) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of Mercy Hospital 
in Butler County, Ohio, shall not 
cause or permit the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any stack at this facility 
in excess of 2.19 pounds of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu of actual heat 
input. 

(x) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the American 
Cyanamid Co. in Butler County, Ohio, 
shall not cause or permit the emission 
of sulfur dioxide from any stack at 
this facility in excess of the rates spec- 
ified below. 
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(A) 1.28 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
the boiler. 

(B) 67.9 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
ton of 100 percent sulfuric acid pro- 
duced. 

(xi) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Crystal 
Tissue Co. in Butler County, Ohio, 
shall not cause or permit the emission 
of sulfur dioxide from any stack at 
this facility in excess of the rates spec- 
ified below. 

(A) 1.89 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 4. 

(B) 1.18 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 3. 

(xii) The present or any subseugent 
owner or operator of the Sorg Paper 
Co. in Butler County, Ohio, shall not 
cause or permit the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any stack at this facility 
in excess of the rates specified below. 

(A) 1.90 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boilers No. 1 and 2. 

(B) 1.31 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boilers No. 3 and 4. 

(xiii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Beckett 
Paper Co. in Butler County, Ohio, 
shall not cause or permit the emission 
of sulfur dioxide from any stack at 
this facility in excess of the rates spec- 
ified below. 

(A) 0.67 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 3. 

(B) 0.52 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 4. 

(C) 0.63 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 5. 

(xiv) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the St. Regis 
Paper Co. in Butler County, Ohio, 
shall not cause or permit the emission 
of sulfur dioxide from any stack at 
this facility in excess of the rates spec- 
ified below. 

(A) 0.41 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
boiler No. 5. 

(B) 0.74 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for all 
other boilers. 

(xv) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Armco steel 
Co., Hamilton plant, in Butler County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess of the 
rates specified below. 

(A) 0.94 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for all 
boilers and process units. 

(B) The Armco Steel Co. or any sub- 
sequent owner or operator of the 
Armco Steel-Hamilton plant, located 
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in Butler County, Ohio, shall not 
cause or permit the combustion of by- 
product coke oven gas containing a 
total sulfur content expressed as hy- 
drogen sulfide in excess of 280 grains 
of hydrogen sulfide per 100 dry stand- 
ard cubic feet of coke oven gas or the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess of 1.51 
pounds of sulfur dioxide per million 
Btu actual heat input. 

(xvi) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Armco Steel 
Co., Middletown plant, in Butler 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at this facility in 
excess of the rates specified below. 

(A) 0.54 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
stack common to boiler Nos. 15 and 16. 

(B) 0.63 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
soaking pits of batteries numbered 1 
through 8. 

(C) 0.72 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
ton of process weight at the open 
hearths. 

(D) 0.60 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
ton of process weight at the recycle 
plant. 

(E) 0.94 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for all 
boilers and process units unless other- 
wise specified in this subparagraph. 

(F) The Armco Steel Co. or any sub- 
sequent owner or operator of the 
Armco Steel-Middletown plant located 
in Butler County, Ohio, shall not 
cause or permit the combustion of by- 
product coke oven gas containing a 
total sulfur content expressed as hy- 
drogen sulfide in excess of 280 grains 
of hydrogen sulfide per 100 dry stand- 
ard cubic feet. or coke oven gas or the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess 1.51 
pounds of sulfur dioxide per million 
Btu actual heat input. 


. * * + * 


(23) In Cuyahoga County * * * 


* . om om * 


(xxi) The Aluminum Co. of America 
(ALCOA) or any subsequent owner or 
operator of ALCOA’s Cleveland works 
in Cuyahoga County, Ohio shall not 
cause or permit the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any stack in excess of 
5.20 pounds of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu actual heat input. 


* x * * 


(32) In Henry County: 
x * ¥ 2 * 


(ii) The present or subsequent owner 
or operator of the city of Napoleon 
power plant in Henry County, Ohio 
shall not cause or permit the emission 
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of sulfur dioxide from any state at the 
Napoleon Power Plant in excess of 
5.88 pounds of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu actual heat input. 


= . 7 zg 
(34) In Jefferson County * * * 
7 * > a *” 


(xii) No owner or operator of a by- 
product coke oven shall cause or 
permit the combustion of by-product 
coke oven gas containing hydrogen 
sulfide in excess of 50 grains per 100 
dry standard cubic feet of coke oven 


gas. 

(xiii) The Wheeling Pittsburgh Steel 
Co. or any subsequent owner or opera- 
tor of the Yorkville steel plant facility 
in Jefferson County, Ohio shall not 
cause or permit the emission of sulfur 
dioxide from any fossil fuel-fired 
steam generating unit stack at the 
Yorkville facility in excess of 5.62 
pounds of sulfur dioxide per million 
Btu actual heat input. 


* * = * 


(35) In Lake County* * * 
* * ~ = oa 


(v) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Erie Coke & 
Chemical Co. facility in Lake County, 
Ohio shall not cause or permit the 
combustion of by-product coke oven 
gas for coke oven underfiring contain- 
ing a total sulfur content expressed as 
hydrogen sulfide in excess of 450 
grains of hydrogen sulfide per 100 dry 
standard cubic feet of coke oven gas. 
All existing boilers previously owned 
by Diamond Shamrock will remain at 
0.0 pounds of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu actual heat input. 


a * * * 
(38) In Lorain County* * * 
* * ” oe * 


(ix) Oberlin College or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the Ober- 
lin College facility in Lorain County, 
Ohio shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide in excess of 
the rates specified below: 

(A) 6.92 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
oil-fired boilers No. 1 and 2. 

(B) 0.35 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input for 
oil-fired boiler No. 3. : 

(39) In Lucas County* * * 


ee * a s 
(iv) Standard Oil Co.* * * 


* oa " 


(D) 0.57 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for proc- 
ess heaters or fossil fuel-fired steam- 
generating units mumbered B009, 
BO010, B018, B020, B023, and B025. 


* * a ” a 


(viii) Gulf Oil* * * 
* * ee * * 


(F) 200 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
2,000 pounds of sulfur processed for 
sulfur recovery plant. : 


(xiv) Sun Petroleum Products Co. or 
any subsequent owner or operator of 
the Sun Petroleum Products Co. facili- 
ty in Lucas County, Ohio shall not 
cause or permit sulfur dioxide emis- 
sion from any stack at the Sun facility 
in excess of the rates specified below: 

(A) Unless otherwise specified in this 
subparagraph, the combustion of re- 
finery fuel gas containing a total 
sulfur content expressed as hydrogen 
sulfide in excess of 10 grains of hydro- 
gen sulfide per 100 dry standard cubic 
feet of refinery fuel gas or the emis- 
sion of sulfur dioxide from any stack 
at this facility in excess of 0.04 pounds 
of sulfur dioxide per million Btu 
actual heat input. 

(B) 0.0 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fires steam-generating units or 
process operation heaters numbered 
502, 1901, 1902, 1903, 1904, 1905, and 
1906. 

(C) 3.00 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
1,000 pounds of charging stock for 
catalytic cracking units and CO boilers 
connected to the same stack. 

(D) 1.80 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 


_ million Btu actual heat input for fossil 


fuel-fired steam-generating unit num- 
bered 1910. 

(E) 1.60 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired process heater units num- 
bered 507 and 508. 

(F) 1.50 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired process heater unit num- 
bered 301. 

(G) 1.40 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired process heater unit num- 
bered 9401. 

(H) 1.10 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired process heater units num- 
bered 501 and 503. 

(I) 0.90 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired process heater unit num- 
bered 304. 

(J) 70 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
1,000 pounds of sulfur processed for 
sulfur recovery plants. 

(K) Fossil fuel-fired process heater 
units numbered 501 and 503 will not 
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be operated simultaneously with fossil 
fuel-fired process heater unit No. 507. 


(xvi) Bowling Green University or 
any subsequent owner or operator of 
the Bowling Green University facility 
in Lucas County, Ohio, shall not cause 
or permit the emission of sulfur diox- 
ide from any stack at this facility in 
excess of 5.5 pounds of sulfur dioxide 
per miilion Btu actual heat input. 

(40) In Mahoning County* * * 


* * « s * 


(vii) The Koppers Co. or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the Kop- 
pers Co. facilities located in Mahoning 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from the stack connected to boiler No. 
3 in excess of 4.0 pounds of sulfur 
dioxide per million Btu actual heat 
input. ¢ 


* * * 


(58) In Stark County: 


(vi) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Timken Co. 
facilities in Stark County, Ohio shall 
not cause or permit the emission of 
sulfur dioxide from any fossil fuel- 
fired steam-generating unit(s) stack at 
this facility in excess of the rates spec- 
ified below: 

(A) 3.08 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for the 
stack common to the fossil fuel-fired 
steam-generating units B001 and B002 
at the Canton plant. 

(B) 0.93 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for the 
fossil fuel-fired steam-generating unit 
B003 at the Canton plant. 

(C) 0.0 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for the 
fossil fuel-fired steam-generating units 
B003 and BO004 at the Gambrinus 
plant. 

(D) 0.67 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired steam-generating units at 
the Gambrinus plant unless other wise 
specified in this subparagraph. 


* » oe * e 


(ix) The Ashland Oil Co., or any sub- 
sequent owner or operator of the Ash- 
land Oil Co. facilities in Stark County, 
Ohio shall not cause or permit sulfur 
dioxide emissions from any. stack at 
this facility in excess of the emission 
limitations listed below: 

(A) 0.025 pounds of sulfur dioxide 
per million Btu actual heat input for 
units 4-0-B-3, 4-2-B-1, 4-2-B-2, and 4- 
27-B-1. 

(B) 1.00 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for all 
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process heaters and fossil fuel-fired 
steam-generating units unless other- 
wise specified in this subparagraph. 

(C) 0.62 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
1,000 pounds of charging stack for 
catalytic cracking units. 

(D) 2.00 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
100 pounds of sulfur processed for 
sulfur recovery plants. 

(EB) Only two of the following three 
units may be operated simultaneously: 
4-16-B-1, 4-16-B-2, and 4-16-B-12. 

(x) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Hoover Co. in 
Stark County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at this facility in 
excess of 4.2 pounds of sulfur dioxide 
per million Btu actual heat input. 


id * s mn * 


(59) In Summit County * * * 


a * & = * 


diii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Diamond 
Crystal facility in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from coal- 
fired boilers at this facility in excess of 
4.72 pound of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu of actual heat input or the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from oil- 
fired boilers at this facility in excess of 
0.30 pounds of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu of actual heat input. 

(iv) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Kittinger 
Supply Co. (formerly known as Akwell 
Industries) facility in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from oil- 
fired boilers at this facility in excess of 
0.80 pound of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu of actual heat input or the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from coal- 
fired boilers at this facility in excess of 
2.38 pounds of sulfur dioxide per mil- 
lion Btu of actual heat input. 


* & * * + 


(vi) The present or subsequent 
owner or operator of the Sieberling 
Rubber Co. facilities in Summit 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at this facility in 
excess of 1.46 pounds of sulfur dioxide 
per million Btu actual heat input. 

(vii) The present or subsequent 
owner or operator of the Firestone 
Tire & Rubber Co. facilities in Summit 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at this facility in 
excess of the rates specified below: 

(A) 1.76 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input from 
oil-fired boiler 21. 

(B) 2.87 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input from 
coal-fired boilers 22 and 23. 
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(C) Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. or 
any subsequent owner or operator of 
the Firestone Tire & Rubber facilities 
located in Summit County, Ohio, shall 
operate no more than two of the boil- 
ers, 21, 22, or 23 simultaneously. 

(viii) The present or subsequent 
owner or operator of the B. F. Good- 
rich Co. facilities in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at this facility in excess of the 
rates specified below: 

(A) 0.51 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for oil- 
fired boiler 31. 

(B) 5.54 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for coal- 
fired boilers 27 and 32. 

(C) The B. F. Goodrich Co. or any 
subsequent owner or operator of the 
B. F. Goodrich facilities in Summit 
County, Ohio, shall not operate boiler 
27 simultaneously with either boiler 31 


_or boiler 32. 


(ix) The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Co. or any subsequent owner or opera- 
tor of the Goodyear facilities in 
Summit County, Ohio, shall not cause 
or permit the emission of sulfur diox- 
ide from any stack in excess of the 
‘rates specified below: 

(A) 4.47 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired steam-generating unit B001 
located at plant I. 

(B) 0.50 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for fossil 
fuel-fired steam-generated units B002 


. and B003 located at plant I. 


(C) 2.24 pounds of sulfur dixoide per 
million Btu actual heat input for all 
fossil fuel-fired steam-generating units 
located at plant II. 

(D) 160 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
1,000 pounds of sulfur processed for 
the sulfur recovery unit(s). 


* s * & 


(xi) The Ohio Edison or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the Ohio 
Edison Co.’s Beech Street power sta- 
tion in Summit County, Ohio, shall 
not cause or permit the emission of 
sulfur dioxide from any stack at the 
Beech Street plant in excess of 2.79 
pounds of sulfur dioxide per million 
Btu actual heat input. 

(xii) The Ohio Edison Co. or any 
subsequent owner or operator of the 
Ohio Edison Co.’s Gorge plant in 
Summit County, Ohio, shall not cause 
or permit the emission of sulfur diox- 
ide from any stack at the Gorge plant 
in excess of 4.07 pounds of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu actual heat input. 


(xiv) PPG Industries or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the PPG 
Industries facilities in Summit 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
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permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at this facility in 
excess of the rates specified below: 

(A) 3.80 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input. 

(B) PPG Industries, Inc., or any sub- 
sequent owner or operator of the PPG 
facility located in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall be permitted to operate in 
only one of the following three con- 
figurations at any given time: 

(1) Boilers No, 11, 12 and one stoker 
on; the remaining five stokers off. 

(2) Boiler No. 12 and two stokers on; 
boiler No. 11 and the remaining four 
stokers off. 

(3) Boiler No. 11 and three stokers 
on; boiler No. 12 and the remaining 
three stokers off. 

(C) In lieu of meeting subparagraph 
(59)(xiv) (A) or (B) of this paragraph, 
PPG Industries, Inc. in Summit 
County, Ohio, may elect, with in sixty 
(60) days of proposal of this regula- 
tion, to comply with the alternate 
emission limitations and operating 
conditions specified below: | 

(1) PPG Industries, or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the PPG 
facility in Summit County, Ohio, shall 
not cause or permit the emission of 
sulfur dioxide from any stack in excess 
of 3.96 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu of actual heat input. 

(2) PPG Industries, Inc., or any sub- 
sequent owner or operator of the PPG 
facility located in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall be permitted to operate in 
only one of the following three con- 
figurations at any given time: 

(i) Boilers No. 11 and No 12 on; and 
all six stokers off. 

(ii) Boiler No. 12 and two stokers on; 
boiler No. 11 and the remaining four 
stokers off. 

(iii) Boiler No. 11 and three stokers 
on; boiler No. 12 and the remaining 
three stokers off. 

(xv) PPG Industries, or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the PPG 
Industries, Inc., Columbia Cement 
Plant, located in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack in excess of 0.0 pounds of sulfur 
dioxide per ton actual process weight 
input for the kilns. 

(xvi) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Midwest 
Rubber Co. in Summit County, Ohio, 
shall not cause or permit the emission 
of sulfur dioxide from any stack at 
this facility in excess 1.80 pounds of 
sulfur dioxide per million Btu actual 
heat input. 

(xvii) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Terex Divi- 
sion of General Motors Corp. in 
Summit County, Ohio, shall not cause 
or permit the emission of sulfur diox- 
ide from any stack at this facility in 
excess of 0.49 pound of sulfur dioxide 
per million Btu actual heat input. 
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(xviii) The present or any subse- 
quent owner or operator of the Gener- 
al Tire & Rubber Co. in Summit 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit the emission of sulfur dioxide 


from any stack at this facility in - 


excess of 0.46 pound of sulfur dioxide 
per million Btu actual heat input. 
(xix) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Goodyear 
Aerospace Co. in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall not cause or permit the 
emission of sulfur dioxide from any 
stack at AB boilerhouse of this facility 
in excess of 0.92 pounds of sulfur diox- 
ide per million Btu of actual hear 
input or the emission of sulfur dioxide 
from any stack at D boilerhouse of 
this facility in excess of 1.53 pounds of 


sulfur dioxide per million Btu of 


actual heat input. 

(xx) The present or any subsequent 
owner of operator or the B.F. Good- 
rich Chemical Co. in Summit County, 
Ohio, shall not cause the emission of 
sulfur dioxide from any stack at this 
facility in excess of 5.22 pounds of 
sulfur dioxide per million Btu actual 
heat input. 

(xxi) The present or any subsequent 
owner or operator of the Chrysler 
Corp. in Summit County, Ohio, shall 
not cause or permit the emission of 
sulfur dioxide from any stack at this 
facility in excess of the rates specified 
below: 

(A) 0.86 pound of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for 
boiler No. B001. 

(B) 1.19 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
million Btu actual heat input for boil- 
ers Nos. B002 and BO003. 

(60) In Trumbull County: 


= s * * s 


(iii) The Republic Steel Corp. or any 
subsequent owner or operator of the 
Republic Steel facilities in Trumbull 
County, Ohio, shall not cause or 
permit sulfur dioxide emissions from 
any stack at this facility in excess of 
the rates specified below: 

(A) 2.30 and 1.00 pounds of sulfur 
dioxide per million Btu actual heat 
input from fossil fuel-fired steam-gen- 
erating units Nos. B001 and BO002, re- 
spectively. Boiler B003 is subject to 
the prevention of significant deteriora- 
tion regulations and will receive an 
emission limit consistent with best 
available control technology require- 
ments that will be specified as a condi- 
tion in its pending construction 
permit. All other fossil-fueled steam 
generator units are limited to 0.00 
pounds of sulfur dioxide per million 
Btu. 

(B) 1.44 pounds of sulfur dioxide per 
ton of product at the Sinter plant. 

(C) 0.00 grains of hydrogen sulfide 
per 100 dry standard cubic feet of coke 
oven gas from coke ovens Nos. 1 and 2. 
Coke oven No. 4 is subject to the pre- 


vention of significant deterioration 
regulation and an emission limitation 
of 35 grains of sulfur dioxide per 100 
dry standard cubic feet. 

(iv) [Reserved] 


a * = * 


3. Section 52.1882 is amended as fol- 
lows: 


§ 52.1882 Compliance Schedules. 


fad * s * 


(b) ses 

(1) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b)(5) of this section, the owner or op- 
erator of any process equipment sub- 
ject to applicable subparagraphs of 
§52.1881(b) shall comply with the 
compliance schedule in paragraph 
(b)(2) of this section. 


7 s + * s 


(3) Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (5) of this paragraph, the owner 
or operator of any stack venting any 
fossil fuel-fired steam-generating 
unit(s) subject to §52.1881(b) of this 
chapter shall comply with the applica- 
ble compliance schedule in paragraph 
(b)(4) of this section. 


e s s s * 


(6) Nothing in this paragraph shall 
preclude the Adminstrator from pro- 
mulgating a separate schedule for any 
source to which the application of the 
compliance schedules in paragraphs 
(b) (2) or (4) of this section fails to sat- 
isfy the requirements of § 51.15 (b) and 
(c) of this chapter. 

(c) Federal compliance schedules for 
sources in Summit and Butler Coun- 
ties identified in § 52.1875, footnote f. 

(1) Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (5) of this paragraph, the owner 
or operator of any process equipment 
subject to applicable subparagraphs of 
§52.1881(b) shall comply with the 
compliance schedule in paragraph 
(cX2) of this section. 

(2) Any owner or operator of any 
process equipment subject to applica- 
ble paragraphs of § 52.1881(b) of this 
chapter shall take the following ac- 
tions to comply with the requirements 
of said regulation with respect to that 
source no later than the date speci- 
fied. 

di) 8 weeks from promulgation: 
Submit preliminary control plans to 
the Administrator. 

(ii) 25 weeks from promulgation: 
Submit final control plan to the Ad- 
ministrator. 

(iii) 34 weeks from promulgation: 
Award contracts for emissions control 
systems or process modification, or 
issue orders for purchase of compo- 
nent parts to accomplish emission con- 
trol or process modification and notify 
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the Administrator in writing that such 
action was taken. 

(iv) 52 weeks from promulgation: Ini- 
tiate onsite construction or installa- 
tion of emission control equipment or 
process change and notify the Admin- 
istrator in writing that such action 
was taken. 

(v) 139 weeks from promulgation: 
Complete construction or installation 
of emission control equipment or proc- 
ess change and notify the Administra- 
tor in writing that such action was 
taken. 

(vi) 154 weeks from promulgation: 
Complete shakedown operations and 
performance test on source, submit 
performance test results to the Admin- 
istrator and achieve final compliance 
with § 52.1881(b) of this chapter, as ap- 
plicable. 

(3) Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (5) of this paragraph, the owner 
or operator of any stack venting any 
fossil fuel-fired steam-generating 
unit(s) subject to §52.1881(b) of this 


chapter shall comply with the applica- 


ble compliance schedule in paragraph 
(c)(4) of this section. 

(4\i) The owner or operator of any 
stack venting any fossil fuel-fired 
steam-generating unit(s) or process 
subject to §52.1881(b) of this chapter 
who elects to comply with an applica- 
ble optional emission limitation speci- 
fied in §52.1881(b) of this chapter, 
shall notify the Administrator no later 
than 17 weeks after promulgation of 
the specific emission limitations select- 
ed. Failure to select applicable option- 
al emission limitations shall result in 
the facility being subject to the single 
uniform emission limitation for all 
stacks at that facility specified in 
§ 52.1881(b). Notice received later than 
17 weeks after promulgation shall be 
invalid. 

(ii) The owner or operator of any 
fossil fuel-fired steam-generating 
unit(s) subject to applicable subpara- 
graphs of §52.1881(b) of this chapter 
shall notify the Administrator no later 
than 17 weeks after promulgation of 
his intent to utilize either low sulfur 
fuel including blended or washed coal 
or flue gas desulfurization to comply 
with the requirement of said regula- 
tion. 

iii) Any owner or operator of any 
stack venting any fossil fuel-fired 
steam-generating unit(s) subject to ap- 
plicable subparagraphs of §52.1881(b) 
of this chapter who elects to utilize 
low sulfur fuel including blended or 
washed coal to comply with the re- 
quirements of said regulation shall 
take the following actions with respect 
to that source no later than the date 
specified: 

(a) 17 weeks after promulgation: 
Submit to the Administrator a projec- 
tion for 10. years of the amount of fuel 
by types that will be substantially ade- 
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quate to enable compliance with 
§ 52.1881(b) of this chapter, as applica- 
ble. 

(6) 32 weeks from promulgation: 
Submit data demonstrating the avail- 
ability of the fuel meeting the require- 
ments projected in subparagraph (a) 
to the Administrator. 

(c) 36 weeks after promulgation: 
Submit a statement to the Administra- 
tor as to whether boiier modifications 
will or will not be required. If modifi- 
cations will be required, submit plans 
for such modification. 

(d) 50 weeks from promulgation: Let 
contracts for necessary boiler modifi- 
cation, if applicable, and notify the 
Administrator in writing that such 
action was taken. 

(e) 60 weeks after promulgation: Ini- 
tiate onsite modifications, if applica- 
ble, and notify the Administrator in 


. writing that such action was taken. 


(@ 118 weeks from promulgation: 
Complete onsite modification, if appli- 
cable, and notify the Administrator in 
writing that such action was taken. 

(g) 122 weeks from promulgation: 
Achieve final compliance with the 
emission limitation of §52.1881(b) of 
this chapter, as applicable, and notify 
the Administrator in writing that such 
action was taken. 

(iv) Any owner or operator of any 
stack venting any fossil fuel-fired 
steam-generating unit(s) subject to ap- 
plicable subparagraphs of § 52.1881(b) 
of this chapter who elects to utilize 
flue gas desulfurization to comply 
with the requirements of said regula- 
tions shall take the following actions 
with respect to the source no later 
than the date specified. 

(az) 17 weeks from promulgation: Let 
necessary contracts for construction 
and notify the Administrator in writ- 
ing that such action was taken. 

(6) 61 weeks from promulgation: Ini- 
tiate onsite construction and notify 
the Administrator in writing that such 
action was taken. 

(c) 145 weeks from promulgation: 
Complete onsite construction and 
notify the Administrator in writing 
that such action was taken. 

(d@) 156 weeks from promulgation: 
Complete shakedown operations and 
performance test on source, submit 
performance test results to the Admin- 
istrator and achieve final compliance 
with § 52.1881(b) of this chapter, as ap- 
plicable. 

(5\{i) None of the preceding subpara- 
graphs of this paragraph shall apply 
to any owner or operator of a source 
which is presently in compliance with 
the applicable subparagraphs of 
§ 52.1881(b) of this chapter. 

(ii) Any owner or operator of a 
source capable of emitting 100 tons of 
sulfur dioxide per year from all stacks 
at any facility who is presently in com- 
pliance with the applicable subpara- 
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graphs of §52.1881(b) of this chapter 
shall so certify to the Administrator 
by 4 weeks from promulgation. 

diii) Any owner or operator subject 
to a compliance schedule in this para- 
graph who elects to achieve compli- 
ance by means not covered by this 
paragraph may submit to the Adminis- 
trator no later than 6 weeks from pro- 
mulgation, a proposed alternative 
compliance schedule. For process 
equipment subject to applicable sub- 
paragraph of §52.1881(b) of this chap- 
ter no such compliance schedule may 
provide for final compliance after the 
final compliance date in subparagraph 
(2) of this paragraph. For any stack 
venting any fossil fuel-fired steam-gen- 
erating unit(s) subject to applicable 
subparagraphs of §52.1881(b) of this 
chapter, which will utilize low-sulfur 
fuel including blended or washed coal 
to comply with the requirements of 
said regulations, no such compliance 
schedule may provide for final compli- 
ance after final compliance date in 
subparagraph (4)iii) of this para- 
graph. For any stack venting any fossil 
fuel-fired steam-generating unit(s) 
subject to applicable subparagraph of 
§ 52.1881(b) of this chapter, which will 
utilize flue gas desulfurization to 
comply with the requirement of said 
regulations, no such compliance sched- 
ule may provide for final compliance 
after the final compliance date in sub- 
paragraph (4)Civ) of this paragraph. 

(iv) Any owner or operator of any 
process equipment subject to applica- 
ble subparagraphs of §52.1881(b) of 
this chapter who submits an alterna- 
tive compliance schedule pursuant to 
§ 52.1882(c)(c)iii) of this chapter shall 
remain subject to the provisions of 
§ 52.1882(c)(2) of this chapter until the 
alternative schedule is approved by 
the Administrator. 

(v) Any owner or operator of any 
stack venting any fossil fuel-fired 
steam-generating unit(s) subject to ap- 
plicable subparagraphs of § 52.1881(b) 
of this chapter who submits an alter- 
native compliance schedule pursuant 
to §52.1882(c)(5)\(iii) of this chapter 


- shall remain subject to the provision 


of § 52.1882(c)(4) of this chapter until 
the alternative schedule is approved 
by the Administrator. 

(6) Nothing in this paragraph shall 
preclude the Administrator from pro- 
mulgating a separate schedule for any 
source to which the application of the 
compliance schedules in paragraphs 
(c) (2) or (4) of this section fails to sat- 
isfy the requirements of § 51.15 (b) and 
(c) of this chapter. 

(d) Monitoring and reporting re- 
quirement for nonsimultaneous oper- 
ation. 

(1) Any owner or operator of any 
source of sulfur dioxide subject to a 
provision of § 52.1881 of this chapter 
which limits the combination of point 
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sources which the source may operate 
at any time shall, in addition to any 
other reporting requirements of this 
chapter, comply with the following: 

(1) Install not later than the date by 
which compliance with the applicable 
emission limitation of § 52.1881 is re- 
quired a device(s) to determine and 
record the time of operation of each 
such point source: 

(2) Retain such records for at least 2 
years; and 

(3) Report to the Administrator 
within 30 days of each such occur- 
rence any period during which point 
sources are operated in any combina- 
tion not allowed by an applicable re- 
quirement of § 52.1881. 


{FR Doc. 78-27072 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01 ] 
[40 CFR Part 65] 


([FRL 975-8] 


STATE AND FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
ORDERS PERMITTING A DELAY IN COMPLI- 
ANCE WITH STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
REQUIREMENTS 


Proposed Approval of an Administrative Order 
Issued by Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency to Longview State Hospital and 
Ohio Department of Mental Health and 
Mental Retardation 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve 
an administrative order issued by the 
Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency to Longview State Hospital 
and Ohio Department of Mental 
Health and Mental Retardation. The 
order requires the hospital to bring air 
emissions from its coal-fired boilers in 
Cincinnati, Ohio, into compliance with 
certain regulations contained in the 
federally approved Ohio State imple- 
mentation plan (SIP) by July 1, 1979. 
Because the order has been issued to a 
major source and permits a delay in 
compliance with provisions of the SIP, 
it must be approved by EPA before it 
becomes effective as a delayed compli- 
ance order under the Clean Air Act 
(the Act). If approved by EPA, the 
order will constitute an addition to the 
SIP. In addition, a source in compli- 
ance with an approved order may not 
be sued under the Federal enforce- 
ment or citizen suit provisions of the 
Act for violations of the SIP regula- 
tions covered by the order. The pur- 
pose of this notice is to invite public 
comment on EPA’s proposed approval 
of the order as a delayed compliance 
order. 


DATE: Written comments must be re- 
ceived on or before October 27, 1978. 


PROPOSED RULES 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
submitted to Director, Enforcement 
Division, EPA, Region V, 230 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 
The State order, supporting material, 
and public comments received in re- 
sponse to this notice may be inspected 
and copied (for appropriate charges) 
at this address during normal business 
hours. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: Deborah Garber, Attor- 
ney, Enforcement Division, EPA, 
Region V, Chicago, Ill. 60604, 312-353- 
2082. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Ohio Department of Mental Health 
and Mental Retardation operates a 
hospital. at Cincinnati, Ohio. The 
order under consideration addresses 
emissions from three coal-fired boilers 
at the facility, which are subject to 
OAC 3745-17-10 (formerly AP-3-11). 
The regulation limits the emissions of 
particulate matter, and is part of the 
federally approved Ohio State imple- 
mentation plan. The order requires 
final compliance with the regulation 
by July 1, 1979, through installation of 
an electrostatic precipitator or fabric 
filter on the boilers, and control of 
quality of coal to be burned. The 
source has consented to the terms of 
the order and has waived any and all 
rights to seek judicial review of the 
order, or to seek a stay of enforcement 
of the order in connection with any ju- 
dicial review of the Ohio implementa- 
tion plan, or portion therof. Because 
this order has been issued to a major 
source of particulate matter emissions 
and permits a delay in compliance 
with the applicable regulation, it must 
be approved by EPA before it becomes 
effective as a delayed compliance 
order under section 113(d) of the clean 
Air Act (the Act). EPA may approve 
the order only if it satisfies the appro- 
priate requirements of this subsection. 

If the order is approved by EPA, 
source compliance with its terms 
would preclude Federal enforcement 
action under section 113 of the act 
against the source for violations of the 
regulation covered by the order during 
the period the order is in effect. En- 
forcement against the source under 
the citizen suit provision of the act 
(section 304) would be similarly pre- 
cluded. If approved, the order would 
also constitute an addition to the Ohio 
SIP. 

All interested- persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the pro- 
posed order. Written comments re- 
ceived by the date specified above will 
be considered in determining whether 
EPA may approve the order. After the 
public comment priod, the Administra- 
tor of EPA will publish in the FepErRa. 
REGISTER the Agency’s final action on 
the order in 40 CFR part 65. 


The provisions of 40 CFR part 65 
will be promulgated by EPA soon, and 
will contain the procedure for EPA‘s 
issuance, approval, and disapproval of 
orders under section 113(d) of the Act. 
In addition, part 65 will contain sec- 
tions summarizing orders issued, ap- 
proved, and disapproved by EPA. A 
prior notice proposing regulations for 
part 65, published at 40 FR 14876 
(April 2, 1975), will be withdrawn, and 
replaced by a notice promulgating 
these new regulations. 


(42 U.S.C. 7413, 7601.) 
Dated: September 15, 1978. 


Vaupas V. ADAMKUS, * 
Acting Regional Administrator, 
Region V. 


BEFORE THE OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 


ORDER 


In the Matter of: Longview State Hospital. 

Pursuant to section 3704.03(S) of the Ohio 
Revised Code and in accordance with sec- 
tion 113(d) of the Clean Air Act, as amend- 
ed, 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq., the Director of 
Environmental Protection (hereinafter “Di- 
rector’) hereby makes the following Find- 
ings of Fact and issues the following Orders, 
which will not take effect until the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency has approved their issu- 
ance under the Clean Air Act. 


FINDINGS OF FACT 


1. Longview State Hospital (hereinafter 
“Longview”) is a mental health facility lo- 
cated at 6600 Paddock Rd., Cincinnati, Ohio 
45216. 

2. Longview owns and operates three (3) 
coal-fired boilers at its facility. These boil- 
ers are identified as follows: 


Boiler No. 1—Application No. 1431140591 
B001; Wickes, 80 MMBtu (60,000 pounds 
of steam per hour) chain grate stoker. 

Boiler No. 2—Appiication No. 1431140591 
B002; Wickes, 120 MMBtu (90,000 pounds 
of steam per hour) chain grate stoker. 

Boiler No. 3—Application No. 1431140591 
B003; Keeler, 80 MMBtu (60,000 pounds 
of steam per hour) chain grate stoker. 


3. On May 11, 1977, Longview submitted 
applications for permits to operate the coal- 
fired boilers. 

4. In the course of operation of said boil- 
ers, air contaminants are emitted in viola- 
tion of OAC 3745-17-10. 

5. Longview is unable to comply with OAC 
3745-17-10. 

6. On December 15, 1977, the Director pro- 
posed to deny the applications for permits 
to operate. 

7. Potential emissions of air pollutants 
from the boilers are equal to or more than 
one hundred tons per year, and therefore 
these sources constitute a major stationary 
source as defined insection 302(j) of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended. 

8. Longview is using and will continue to 
use coal of sufficiently low sulfur content to 
maintain its existing status of compliance 
with federally promulgated sulfur oxide 
standards (U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency Sulfur Oxide Plan for Ohio, 4i FR 
36324 (August 27, 1976)). 
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9. Implementation by Longview of interim 
control measures contained in the Orders 
below will fulfill the requirements of section 
113 (d) (7) of the Clean Air Act, as amended. 

10. The compliance schedule set forth in 
the orders below requires compliance with 
applicable emission regulations as expedi- 
tiously as practicable. 

11. The Director’s determination to issue 
the orders set forth below is based on his 
consideration of reliable, probative, and sub- 
stantial evidence relating to the technical 
feasibility and economic reasonableness of 
compliance with such Orders, and their re- 
lation to benefits to the people of the State 
to be derived from such compliance. 


ORDERS 


Whereupon, after due consideration of 
the above findings of fact, the Director 
hereby issues the following orders pursuant 
to section 3704.03(S) of the Ohio Revised 
Code and in accordance with section 113(d) 
of the Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 
7401 et seq., which will not take effect until 
the Administrator of the United States En- 
vironmental Protection Agency has ap- 
proved their issuance under the Clean Air 
Act. 

1. Compliance with OAC 3745-17-10 shall 
be achieved no later than July 1, 1979, by 
the installation of a baghouse or electrostat- 
ic precipitator on the boilers, sufficient to 
control emissions of particulate matter from 
Longview to a rate of 0.15 pounds per mil- 
lion Btu input. This emission restriction is 
based upon a maximum total heat input of 
280 million Btu (210,000 pounds of steam 
per hour). 

2. Compliance with order (1) above, shall 
be achieved in accordance with the follow- 
ing schedule: 


Complete engineering and submit final con- 
trol plans—June 1, 1978. 

Award bids—July 1, 1978. 

Commence construction—August 1, 1978. 

Complete construction; test equipment— 
June 1, 1979. ° 

Achieve compliance with all applicable state 
and Federal statutes and regulations— 
July 1, 1979. 


3. The maximum steam load for the boil- 
ers shall be 75,000: pounds of steam per 
hour. 

4. The baghouse or electrostatic precipita- 
tor shall maintain compliance with the 
emission limit specified in order (1) above, 
from the minimum load through the range 
of the maximum load specified in order (3) 
above. 

5. If Longview desires to operate the boil- 
ers at a steam load greater than 75,000 
pounds of steam per hour, Longview shall 
apply for and obtain a permit to install 
from the Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency (hereinafter ‘““OEPA”’) in accordance 
with OAC 3745-31-02. Included in such ap- 
plication shall be the results of a stack test, 
conducted in accordance with procedures 
approved by the Director, which show that 
the boilers operated at the increased steam 
loan are in compliance with OAC 3745-17-07 
and OAC 3745-17-10 (a particulate emission 
rate of 0.15 pounds per million Btu input). 
Written notification of intent to test shall 
be provided to the city of Cincinnati Divi- 
sion of Air Pollution Control thirty (30) 
days prior to the testing date. 

6. The boilers may be operated in any 
combination, but the boiler turn down 


PROPOSED RULES 


ratios should be considered so as to ensure 
compliance with OAC 3745-17-07. 

7. The boilers shall be operated in compli- 
ance with OAC 3745-17-07. This shall be ac- 
complished by operation at turn down ratios 
compatible with boiler design limits and 
sulfur dioxide dew points. 

8. The boilers shall each be provided with 
opacity instrumentation and_ recorders. 
Oxygen analyzers and recorders shall also 
be provided for each of the boilers for the 
control of excess air for the coal-fired units. 
On a quarterly basis, Longview shall report 
to the city of Cincinnati Division of Air Pol- 
lution Control any excursions above the 20 
percent opacity limitation set out in OAC 
3745-17-07. Longview shall keep on file all 
stack monitoring data for a minimum of two 
years. 

9. Coal analysis for boiler fuel shall be as 
follows: less than or equal to eight (8) per- 
cent ash; less than or equal to one (1) per- 
cent sulfur; greater than or equal to 13,500 
Btu per pound of coal, as specified by the 
Ohio Department of Mental Health and 
Mental Retardation. The Ohio Department 
of Mental Health and Mental Retardation 
shall note this fuel quality requirement in 
any bidding document for the purchase of 
fuel. 

10. Pending achievement of compliance 
with order (1) above, Longview shall use the 
best practicable systems of emission reduc- 
tion for the period during which this order 
is in effect in accordance with section 
113(d)(7) of the Clean Air Act, as amended. 
Such interim measures shall include: 

a. The use of coal with an analysis of: less 
than or equal to eight (8) percent ash; less 
than or equal to one (1) percent sulfur; 
greter than or equal to 13,500 Btu per 
pound of coal. 

b. Continued operation of the boiler in 
compliance with OAC 3745-17-07. 

c. Regular maintenance of the boilers. 

11. Within five (5) days after the sched- 
uled achievement date of each of the incre- 
ments of progress specified in the compli- 
ance schedule in Order (2) above, Longview 
shall submit a progress report to the city of 
Cincinnati Division of Air Pollution Control. 
The person submitting these reports shall 
certify whether each increment of progress 
has been achieved. 

12. Longview shall submit to the city of 
Cincinnati Division of Air Pollution Control 
an analysis of each shipment of coal burned 
at Longview on an as received basis. 

13. Longview shall comply with any other 
emission monitoring and reporting required 
by chapter 3704 of the Ohio Revised Code 
and the regulations promulgated thereun- 
der. 

14. Emission tests shall be conducted upon 
the boilers to verify compliance with order 
(1) above. Such tests shall be conducted no 
later than the date specified in the compli- 
ance schedule in order (2) above, in accord: 
ance with procedures approved by the Di- 
rector. Writtent notification of intent to 
test shall be provided to the city of Cincin- 
nati Division of Air Pollution Control thirty 
(30) days prior to the testing date. The spe- 
cific boiler or boilers to be tested will be de- 
termined at the pre-test meeting by the 
OEPA. 

15. Longview shall apply for and obtain 
permits to operate the boilers in accordance 
with OAC 3745-35-02. 

16. Longview is hereby notified that 
unless it is exempted under section 
120(a)(2)(B) or (C) of the Clean Air Act, as 
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amended, failure to achieve final compli- 
ance with order (1) above by July 1, 1979 
will result in a requirement to pay a non- 
compliance penalty under section 120 of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended. 


Neb. E. WILLIAMS, 
Director of Environmental 
Protection. 


WAIVER 


The Ohio Department of Mental Health 
and Mental Retardation ogrees that the at- 
tached findings and orders are lawful and 
reasonable and agrees to comply with the 
attached orders. The Ohio Department of 
Mental Health and Mental Retardation 
hereby waives the right to appeal the issu- 
ance or terms of the attached findings and 
orders to the Environmental Board of 
Review, and it hereby waives any and all 
rights it might have to seek judicial review 
of said findings and orders either in law or 
equity. The Ohio Department of Mental 
Health and Mental Retardation also waives 
any and all rights it might have to seek such 
judicial review of any approval by U.S. EPA 
of the attached Findings and orders or to 
seek a stay of enforcment of said findigs and 
orders in connection with any judicial 
review of Ohio’s air implementation plan 
(or portion thereof). 

JAMES F’. MALLORY, 
Authorized Representative of 
Ohio Department of Mental 
Health and Mental Retarda- 
tion. 


[FR Doc. 78-27066 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 
[40 CFR Part 65] 


{[FRL 975-7; Docket No. VII-78-DCO-7] 


STATE AND FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
ORDERS PERMITTING A DELAY IN COMPLI- 
ANCE WITH STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
REQUIREMENTS 


Proposed Delayed Compliance Order for 
Cargill, Inc., Aurora, Nebr. 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this 
notice is to withdraw a prior FEDERAL 
REGISTER notice proposing approval of 
a delayed compliance order for Cargill, 
Inc., at Aurora, Nebr. This action is 
being taken because Cargill, Inc., is no 
longer in violation of the Nebraska 
State implementation plan provisions 
covered by the proposed order. 


DATE: This withdrawal is immediate- 
ly effective. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Michael J. Sanderson or Peter J. 
Culver, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region VII, 1735 Baltimore, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64108, 816-374- 
2576. 


INFORMATION 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A FEDERAL REGISTER notice published 
at 43 FR 31044, July 19, 1978, solicited 
public comments on a proposed EPA 
approval of an administrative order 
issued by the Nebraska Department of 
Environmental Control to Cargill, Inc., 
at Aurora, Nebr. Cargill, Inc., has sub- 
sequently achieved compliance with 
the Nebraska State implementation 
plan regulations covered by the order. 
This was determined by an inspection 
on August 7, 1978, by the Nebraska 
Department of Environmental Con- 
trol. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
the proposal published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER 43 FR 31044 on July 19, 
1978, entitled “Proposed Approval of 
an administrative order by Nebraska 
Department of Environmental Control 
to Cargill, Inc.,” is hereby withdrawn. 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


Davin R. ALEXANDER, 
Acting Regional Administrator, 
Region VII. 
{FR Doc. 78-27068 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 
[40 CFR Part 65] 
[FRL 938-6] 
ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY 


State and Federal Enforcement of implementa- 
tion Pian Requirements After Statutory 
Deadlines 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this pro- 
posal is to withdraw a prior FEDERAL 
REGISTER notice proposing regulations 
applicable to State and Federal admin- 
istrative orders which require station- 
ary sources to comply with provisions 
of State implementation plans after 
applicable attainment dates. Because 
the administrative enforcement au- 
thority of EPA and the States has 
been amended from that reflected in 
the proposed regulations, EPA has de- 
termined that the proposal is no 
longer appropriate. # 


DATES: This withdrawal is immedi- 
ately effective. 


ADDRESSES: Questions concerning 
this withdrawal should be directed to 
Edward E. Reich, Director, Division of 
Stationary Source Enforcement (EN- 
341), Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20460. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Charles Hungerford, Attorney-Advi- 
sor, division of Stationary Source 


INFORMATION 


PROPOSED RULES 


Enforcement, Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency, at 202-755-2570. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A FEDERAL REGISTER notice published 
at 40 FR 14876 (April 2, 1975) solicited 
comments on a new part 65 containing 
proposed regulations EPA would ob- 
serve when ordering a source to 
comply with provisions in a State im- 
plementation plan after the applicable 
attainment date under part 52. Pro- 
posed guidance under this new part 
also set forth the minimum conditions 
under which the Agency would defer 
to similar enforcement action taken by 
a State. The proposed regulations 
were designed to implement EPA’s en- 
forcement authority, as it then exist- 
ed, under section 113 of the Clean Air 
Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857c-8. 

This statutory authority was sub- 
stantially altered upon enactment of 
the Clean Air Act Amendments of 
1977 (Pub. 1. 95-95, 91 Stat. 705). Sub- 
stitute regulations are promulgated in 
today’s FEDERAL REGISTER establishing 
the procedures to be followed by the 
Agency when exercising its adminis- 
trative enforcement authority, as 
modified by these amendments, in is- 
suing, approving, or disapproving ad- 
ministrative orders which permit a 
delay in compliance with a State im- 
plementation plan. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
the proposal published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (40 FR 14876) on April 2, 
1975, entitled “Enforcement Authori- 
ty”, is hereby withdrawn. 


Dated: September 19, 1978. 


DovuG.Las M. COsTLE, 
Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-27069 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 


[40 CFR Part 65} 


{FRL 975-5; Docket No. DCO-78-11] 


STATE AND FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
ORDERS PERMITTING A DELAY IN COMPil- 
ANCE WITH STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
REQUIREMENTS 


Proposed Delayed Compliance Order For 
Owensboro Municipal Utilities, Ownsboro, 
Ky. 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: EPA proposes to issue a 
delayed compliance order (DCO) to 
Owensboro Municipal Utilities (OMU) 
located in Owensboro, Ky. The DCO 
requires OMU to bring air emissions 
from its coal-fired steam generating 
units at its Elmer Smith facility in 
Owensboro, Ky., into compliance with 
certain regulations contained in the 
federally approved Kentucky State 


implementation plan (SIP). Because 
OMU is unable to comply with these 
regulations at this time, the proposed 
DCO would establish an expeditious 
schedule requiring final compliance 
for (1) unit 1 at the Elmer Smith fa- 
cility by December 31, 1978, and (2) 
unit 2 at the Elmer Smith facility by 
September 15, 1978. If issued by EPA, 
the DCO would alter the rights of per- 
sons to bring judicial actions against 
the source for violations of the SIP. 
The purpose of this notice is to invite 
public comment and to offer an oppor- 
tunity to request a public hearing on 
this proposed DCO. 


DATES: Written comments and re- 
quests for a public hearing must be re- 
ceived on or before October 27, 1978. 
All requests for a public hearing 
should be accompanied by a statement 
as to why the hearing would be benefi- 
cial and a text or summary or any pro- 
posed testimony to be offered at the 
hearing. If there is significant public 
interest in a hearing, it will be held 
after 21 days prior notice of the date, 
time and place of the hearing has been 
given in this publication. 


ADDRESSES: Comments and requests 
for a public hearing should be submit- 
ted’ to Paul J. Traina, Director, En- 
forcement Division, EPA, Region IV, 
345 Courtland Street, Atlanta, Ga. 
30308. Materials supporting the de- 
layed compliance order and public 
comments received in response to this 
notice may be inspected and copied 
(for appropriate charges) at this ad- 
dress during normal business hours. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Richard S. DuBose, Air Enforcement 
Branch, Enforcement Division, EPA, 
Region IV, 345 Courtland Street 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30308, telephone 
number 404-881-4298. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
OMU is located in Owensboro, Ky., 
and operates two coal-fired steam gen- 
erating units at its Elmer Smith facili- 
ty. On March 10, 1977, pursuant to 
section 113(a)(1) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. 
7413(aX(1), the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency issued a notice of 
violation to OMU of the finding that 
units 1 and 2 at its Elmer Smith facili- 
ty were operating in violation of Ken- 
tucky air pollution control regulation 
401 KAR 3:060, section 3(3)(e), dealing 
with the control of particulate emis- 
sions from indirect heat exchangers. 
This regulation is part of the federally 
approved State implementation plan. 
Said violations continued beyond the 
30th day after receipt of the Regional 
Administrator’s notification to OMU, 
and EPA issued administrative order 
AO-77-253(a) on April 22, 1977. The 
facility is unable to comply fully with 
the terms of the administrative order 
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which requires demonstration of final 
compliance for both units by Septem- 
ber 15, 1978. 

The proposed delayed compliance 
order satisfies the applicable require- 
ments of Section 113(d) of the Act. 
The delayed compliance order recuires 
final compliance with Kentucky air 
pollution control regulation 401 KAR 
3:060, section 3(3)(e), for (1) unit 1 at 
the Elmer Smith facility by December 
31, 1978, and (2) unit 2 at the Elmer 
Smith facility by September 15, 1978. 
The source has consented to its terms 
and has agreed to meet the delayed 
compliance order’s increments during 
the period of this informal rulemak- 
ing. If the delayed compliance order is 
issued, source compliance with its 
terms would preclude further EPA en- 
forcement action under section 113 of 
the Act against this source for viola- 
tions of the regulation covered by the 
delayed compliance order during the 
period the delayed compliance order is 
in effect. Enforcement against the 
source under the citizen suit provision 
of the Act (section 304) would be simi- 
larly precluded. In the event of an 
emergency episode the delayed compli- 
ance order shall not act to preclude 
the source from complying with all of 
the provisions of section 303 of the 
Act. Comments received by the date 
specified above will be considered in 
determining whether EPA _ should 
issue the delayed compliance order. 
Testimony given at any public hearing 
concerning the delayed compliance 
order will also be considered. After the 
public comment period, and after EPA 
has reviewed any comments received 
in response to this notice, the Admin- 
istrator of EPA will publish in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER the Agency’s final 
action on the order in 40 CFR part 65. 

The provisions of 40 CFR part 65 
will be promulgated by EPA soon, and 
will contain the procedures for EPA’s 
issuance, approval, or disapproval of a 
delayed compliance order under sec- 
tion 113(d) of the Act. In addition, 
part 65 will contain sections listing or 
including orders issued, approved, or 
disapproved by EPA. A prior notice 
proposing regulations for part 65, pub- 
lished at 40 FR 14876 (April 2, 1975), 
will be withdrawn, and replaced by a 
notice promulgating these new regula- 
tions. 


Dated: September 19, 1978. 


JOHN C. WHITE, 
Regional Administrator. 
In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend part 65 of chap- 
ter 1, Title 40, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions as follows: 


PART 65—DELAYED COMPLIANCE ORDERS 


1. By adding § 65.220 to read as fol- 
lows: 


PROPOSED RULES 


§65.220 Federal delayed compliance 
orders issued under Section 113(d) (1), 
(3), and (4) of the Act. 


U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


In the matter of Owensboro Municipal 
Utilities, Owensboro, Ky.; proceeding under 
§113(d) Clean Air Act, as amended. Docket 
No. DCO-78-11. 


DELAYED COMPLIANCE ORDER 


This delayed compliance order is issued 
this date pursuant to section 113(d) of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 
7413(d) (hereinafter referred to as the 
“Act”). This delayed compliance order con- 
tains a schedule and timetable for compli- 
ance, interim requirements, and monitoring 
and reporting requirements. Public notice, 
opportunity for a public hearing, and 30 
days notice to the State of Kentucky have 
been provided pursuant to section 113(d)(1) 
of the Act. 


FINDINGS 


On March 10, 1977, Mr. Jack E. Ravan, re- 
gional administrator, Region IV, U.S. Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA), pursu- 
ant to authority delegated to him by the 
Administrator, issued a notice to Owensboro 
Municipal Utilities (hereinafter referred to 
as the “Company”, that units 1 and 2 at its 
Elmer Smith facility were found to be in 
violation of the Kentucky Air Pollution 
Control Regulation 401 KAR 3:060, section 
3(3)(e), dealing with the control of particu- 
late emissions from indirect heat exchang- 
ers. Said violations continued beyond the 
30th day after receipt of the Regional Ad- 
ministrator’s notification to the Company, 
and EPA issued Administrative Order AO- 
77-253(a) on April 22, 1977. The facility is 
unable to comply fully with the terms of 
the administrative order which requires 
demonstration of final compliance for both 
units by September 15, 1978. The Company 
will be able to achieve and demonstrate 
final compliance of unit 2 by September 15, 
1978, but final compliance of unit 1 cannot 
be achieved and demonstrated until Septem- 
ber 31, 1978. 

The requirements of this delayed compli- 
ance order preempt and suprsede the re- 
quirements of Administrative Order AO-77- 
253(a) only where such requirements are in- 
consistent and Administrative Order AO-77- 
253(a) remains in full force and effect 
except as to requirements which are incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this order. 

After a thorough investigation and analy- 
sis of all relevant facts including the fact 
that the Company could not comply imme- 
diately and installation of control equip- 
ment is necessary to facilitate compliance 
with the applicable Kentucky air pollution 
regulation, EPA has determined that com- 
pliance in accordance with schedule herein- 
after set forth is reasonable and as expedi- 
tious as practicable. 


ORDERED 
I 


ABATEMENT PROGRAM 


That the attached appendices governing 
an abatement program are incorporated 
into and made a part of this delayed compli- 
ance order for the control of particulate 
emissions at Owensboro Municipal Utilities 
located in Owensboro, Ky. 

The appendices are designated as follows: 
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Appendix A: Unit 1 at Elmer Smith facili- 
ty. 

Appendix B: Unit 2 at Elmer Smith facili- 
ty. 


It 


REPORTING—ADDRESSES 


That all submissions of source perform- 
ance test results, reports and other items re- 
quired by this delayed compliance order be 
made to Paul J. Traina, Director, Enforce- 
ment Division, U.S. Environmental Protec- 
tion Ageney, 345 Courtland Street, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30308 (hereinafter referred to as the 
“Director’’), with copies to John T. Smither, 
Director, Division of Air Pollution Control, 
Department for Natural Resources and En- 
vironmental Protection, Commonwealth of 
Kentucky, Capital Plaza Tower, Frankfort, 
Ky. 40601 (hereinafter referred to as the 
“Kentucky Director’’). 


Ill 


PROGRESS REPORTS AND MILESTONE 
CERTIFICATION 


That the Company submit, no later than 
five (5) days after the end of each month, 
commencing with August 1, 1978, a monthly 
progress report for the emission points spec- 
ified in part I. These reports shall contain 
specific information on the progress toward 
achieving each milestone in part I. If any 
delay is anticipated in meeting said miles- 
tones, the Company shall immediately 
notify the Director in writing of the antici- 
pated delay and reasons therefor. Notifica- 
tion to EPA of any anticipated delay shall 
not excuse the delay. In addition, the Com- 
pany shall submit, no later than five (5) 
days after the deadline for completing each 
milestone required by part I, certification to 
the Director and the Kentucky Director 
whether such milestone has been met. 


Iv 


NOTICE OF TESTS 


That the Company provide the Director 
and the Kentucky Director with (20) days 
notice prior to the conducting of any per- 
formance tests as required by part I in order 
to afford an opportunity to evaluate the 
test procedure and to have an observer pres- 
ent at such testing. 

The Company shall submit to the Direc- 
tor and-the Kentucky Director a written 
report of the results of said performance 
testing within thirty (30) days after the 
completion of said testing. 


Vv 


MALFUNCTIONS AND BREAKDOWNS 


That the Company shall perform oper- 
ation and maintenance practices on all 
sources as necessary to prevent malfunc- 
tions or breakdowns and to reduce emissions 
in excess of regulations to the maximum 
extent practicable. When emissions due. to 
sudden and unforeseen malfunction of the 
affected facility are or may be in excess of 
the maximum allowable as set forth in this 
delayed compliance order, for greater than 
four (4) hours, the owner or operator shall 
notify the appropriate State or local agency 
and EPA by telephone or telegram as 
promptly as possible, and in no event later 
than twelve (12) hours following the start of 
such malfunction, and shall cause written 
notice to be sent to the Director and the 
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Kentucky Director no later than the end of 
the next working day following the start of 
such malfunction. Such notices shall specify 
the name of the affected facility, its loca- 
tion, the address and telephone number of 
the person responsible for the affected fa- 
cility, the nature and cause of the malfunc- 
tion, the date and time when such malfunc- 
tion was first observed, the expected dura- 
tion, and an estimate of the physical and 
chemical composition, rate, and concentra- 
tion of the emission. The Company shall 
remedy the malfunction or breakdown as 
soon as possible thereafter and shall take 
reasonable steps to reduce emissions in 
excess of the interim emission limits during 
the malfunction or breakdown. 

The Regional Administrator of EPA shali 
have the authority during a malfunction of 
breakdown to require the Company to take 
specific steps to reduce emissions, including 
process equipment modifications and/or re- 
ductions, or termination if necessary. 
Within ten (10) days after the termination 
of a malfunction or breakdown requiring 
the above notification, the owner shall 
submit: 

(1) The time the excess emission began 
and ended; 

(2) The time of the beginning and end of 
the breakdown or malfunction which is as- 
serted to be the cause of the excess emis- 
sion; 

(3) An estimate of the physical and chemi- 
cal composition, rate, and concentration of 
emissions which occurred, and where con- 
tinuous monitoring is required or is in effect 
(including visible emission detector), the 
strip charts with plots of all emissions moni- 
tored versus time, including a summary of 
the monitoring instruments’ written record 
expressed in units of the applicable stand- 
ard; 

(4) An explanation and, where appropri- 
ate, an engineeering analysis of the cause of 
the malfunction or breakdown; 

(5) A description of those operating and/ 
or maintenance procedures and practices in 
use prior to and curing the occurrence, 
which were designec io prevent or minimize 
the extent and duration of the malfunction 
or breakdown; 

(6) Any other steps taken to minimize the 
extent or duration of the malfunction or 
breakdown; 

(7) An analysis of what steps will be taken 
to prevent or minimize similar occurrences 
in the future; and 

(8) Such additional information as the Di- 
rector or the Kentucky Director may re- 
quire. 


vI 


INTERIM LIMITS 


At no time shall the visible emissions from 
units 1 and 2 at the Elmer Smith facility, 
while operating singly or simultaneously, 
exceed 50 percent opacity prior to attain- 
ment of the last milestone. This interim 
emission limitation shall be effective imme- 
diately. The Company shall take all neces- 
sary precautions to assure that its emissions 
will not cause or contribute to a violation or 
violations of ambient air quality standards. 
The applicable State emission limitation 
shall apply after attainment of the last mi- 
lestone. 


PROPOSED RULES 


VII 


CONTINUOUS MONITORING 


That the Company, as part of the control 
strategy and pursuant to section 113(a) of 
the Act, shell complete the installation of 
all continuous monitoring equipment as re- 
quired by, and described in, part V of Ad- 
ministrative Order AO-77-253(a) on or 
before August 1, 1978. 

Until the above mentioned continuous 
monitors are installed and functioning prop- 
erly, the Cornpany shall continue to submit 
on a monthly basis the 24-hour fuel sam- 
pling and analysis results for each day of 
operation of the Elmer Smith facility, as re- 
quired by and described in part VIII of Ad- 
ministrative Order AO-77-253(a). 


VIII 


COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY 


Nothing herein shali relieve the source 
from complying with all other applicable 
Federal, State or local regulations. 


= 


TERMINATION OF ORDER 


This delayed compliance order shall be 
terminated in accordance with section 
113(a)(8) of the Act if the Administrator de- 
termines on the record after notice and 
hearing, that an inability to comply with 
Kentucky Air Pollution Control Regulation 
401 KAR 3:060, section 3(3e) no longer 
exists. 


x 


VIOLATION OF REQUIREMENTS 


Violation of any requirement of paris I 
through XII of this delayed compliance 
order shall result in one or more of the fol- 
lowing actioris: 

(a) Enforcement of such requirement 
through the commencement of a civil action 
for injunctive relief and the assessment of 
civil penalties pursuant to section 113(b) of 
the Act, or ¢ criminal prosecution pursuant 
to section 113(c) of the Act, or both: 

(b) Revocation of this delayed compliance 
order, after notice and opportunity for a 
public hearing, and subsequent enforcement 
of Kentucky Air Pollution Control Regula- 
tion 401 KAR 3:060, section 3(3)(e) in ac- 
cordance with sections 113 (b) and/or (ce) of 
the Act. 


xi 


NONCOMPLIANCE PENALTY 


Failure by the Company to achieve and 
certify compliance by September 15, 1978, 
for unit 2 and December 31, 1978, for unit 1, 
and maintain compliance thereafter, shall 
result in one or more of the actions identi- 
fied in part X(a). In addition, noncompli- 
ance beyond July 1, 1979, will subject the 
Company to an administratively assessed 
noncompliance penalty pursuant to the re- 
quirements of section 120 of the Act and 
any rules and regulations promulgated pur- 
suant thereto, unless the Company is 
exempted by section 120(a)(2) (B) or (C) of 
the Act. In the event of noncompliance 
after July 1, 1979, the Company will be for- 
mally notified of its noncompliance pursu- 
ant to section 120(b)(3) of the Act. 


XII 
WAIVER OF RIGHTS 


That by consenting to the terms and con- 
ditions of this delayed compliance order, the 
Company waives any and all rights it may 
have to seek a stay of enforcement of this 
delayed compliance order in connection 
with any judicial review of the Kentucky 
“ad implementation plan or portion there- 
of. 


XItI 
EFFECTIVE DATE 


This delayed compliance order will have 
full force and effect upon execution. 


APPENDIX A.—U.S. Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency Delayed Compliance Order’ 


Owensboro Municipal Utilities shall com- 
plete the following acts with respect to con- 
trol of particulate emissions from unit 1 at 
its Elmer Smith facility located in Owens- 
boro, Ky., on or before the dates specified: 

(1) August 15, 1978—Negotiate and sign all 
necessary contracts for particulate emission 
control systems. 

(2) September 1, 1978—Initiate on-site 
construction or modification of particulate 
control equipment. 

(3) November 15, 1978—Combplete installa- 
tion or necessary modification of particulate 
emission control equipment. 

(4) December 31, 1978—Complete shake- 
down operations and performance tests, also 
achieve compliance with Kentucky Air Pol- 
lution Control Regulation 401 KAR 3:060, 
Section 3(3)e) and certify such compliance 
to the Director and the Kentucky Director. 


APPENDIX B.—U.S. Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency Delayed Compliance Order? 


Owensboro Municipal Utilities shall com- 
plete the following acts with respect to con- 
trol of particulate emissions from unit 2 at 
its Elmer Smith facility located in Owens- 
boro, Ky., on or before the dates specified: 

(1) March 31, 1978—Negotiate and sign ali 
necessary contracts for particulate emission 
control systems. 

(2) April 15, 1978—Initiate on-site con- 
struction or modification of particulate con- 
trol equipment. 

(3) July 31, 1978—Complete installation or 
necessary modification of particulate emis- 
sion control equipment... 

(4) September 15, 1978—Complete shake- 
down operations and performance tests, also 
achieve compliance with Kentucky Air Pol- 
lution Control Regulation 401 KAR 3:060, 
Section 3(3)(e) and certify such compliance 
to the Director and the Kentucky Director. 


. : CONSENT ° 


Owensboro Municipal Utilities acknowl- 
edges that the particulate emissions from 


iThis appendix is attached to and incor- 
porated by reference into a delayed compli- 
ance order issued to Owensboro Municipal 


Utilities on —————._ pursuant to section 
113(d) of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 
7413<d). 

*This appendix is attached to and incor- 
porated by reference into a delayed compli- 
ance order issued to Owensboro Municipal 
Utilities on — pursuant to section 
113(d) of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 
7413(d). 

*This consent is hereby attached to and 
incorporated by reference into a delayed 

Footnotes continued on next page 
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units 1 and 2 located at its Elmer Smith fa- 
cility in Owensboro, Ky., are in violation of 
the applicable emission limitations con- 
tained in the federally approved Kentucky 
State implementation plan. Owensboro Mu- 
nicipal Utilities has reviewed this delayed 
compliance order, believes it to be a reason- 
able and expeditious means to achieve com- 
pliance with the applicable particulate emis- 
sion limiting regulations as contained in the 
federally approved Kentucky State imple- 
mentation plan, and consents to all of the 
requirements and terms of this delayed 
compliance order. 

Furthermore, Owensboro Municipal Utili- 
ties acknowledges the necessity of comply- 
ing with the interim emission limitation and 
abatement procedures contained herein 
which are designed to ensure the attain- 
ment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards for the specified pol- 
lutants and consents to said interim emis- 
sion limitation and abatement procedures in 
order to protect the public health and wel- 
fare. 

Owensboro Municipal Utilities hereby rep- 
resents that it has full corporate authority 
and the necessary corporate approval to 
enter into and perform in accordance with 
the terms and provisions of this delayed 
compliance order. The signatory below rep- 
resents that he has the requisite corporate 
authority to execute this consent on behalf 
of Owensboro Municipal Utilities. 


Dated: July 25, 1978. 5 

JOHN P. PACE, 
Owensboro Municipal Utilities. 

{FR Doc. 78-27071 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 
[40 CFR Part 120] 
[FRL 930-6] 
WATER QUALITY STANDARDS 
Navigable Waters of the State of Alabama 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This action proposes 
water quality standards to reestablish 
former use designations for 14 naviga- 
ble waterways for which the State pro- 
vided inadequate downgraded use des- 
ignation justification and to establish 
use designations for 9 stream segments 
previously classified for lesser uses. 


DATES: All written comments re- 
ceived on or before November 27, 1978, 
will be considered in the preparation 
of the final rule. Hearing to be held in 
Auburn, Ala., Oct. 18, 1978, at 7 p.m. 
See address below. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments 
should be addressed to Charles W. 
Ferst, Water Quality Standards Coor- 
dinator, EPA, 345 Courtland Street 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30308, 404-881-3012. 


Footnotes continued from last page 
compliance order issued to Owensboro Mu- 


nicipal Utilities on purusant to sec- 
tion 113(d) of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 
7413(d). 


PROPOSED RULES 


Hearing address: Room 208, Foy Union 
Bldg., Auburn University, Auburn, 
Ala. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Charles W. Ferst, Water Quality 
Standards Coordinator, EPA, 345 
Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30308, 404-881-3012. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
Statutory Requirement: Section 303(c) 
of the Clean Water Act, as amended 
(Pub. L. 92-500 (33 U.S.C. 1251 et 


INFORMATION 


seq.)) (hereinafter, the Act) provides 


that each State shall, at least once 
every three years, hold public hearings 
for the purpose of reviewing water 
quality standards and the adoption of 
revisions as appropriate. Whenever a 
State revises its water quality stand- 
ards or adopts new standards, such 
standards must be submitted to EPA 
for approval. If EPA determines that 
the revised standards are not consist- 
ent with the applicable requirements 
of the Act, it must notify the State 
within ninety days and specify the 
changes necessary to comply with the 
requirements of the Act. If the State’s 
water quality standards are not 
brought into compliance with the Act 
within ninety days after the date of 
notification, the EPA must promul- 
gate water quality standards consist- 
ent with the Act after proposal and 
public comment. 

The Agency’s regulations for imple- 
menting section 303(c) of the Act are 
codified at 40 CFR 130.17. These regu- 
lations have been explained in Chap- 
ter 5 of EPA‘s “Guidelines for State 
and Areawide Water Quality Manage- 
ment Program Development” (Novem- 
ber 5, 1976; 41 FR 48777; hereinafter 
the Guidelines), and in a recent FEDER- 
AL REGISTER notice (43 FR 29588; July 
10, 1978). 

Background. 

On October 15, 1976, and March 17, 
1977, the Alabama Water Improve- 
ment Commission (hereinafter AWIC) 
held public hearings to receive com- 
ments on Alabama’s water quality 
standards. At the hearings, EPA pre- 
sented recommendations on water 
quality standards relative to the re- 
quirements of the Act, the 40 CFR 
130.17 regulations and the Guidelines. 

On May 20, 1977, the AWIC adopted 
substantive revisions to the Alabama 
water quality standards including 
changes in the antidegredation policy, 
mixing zone criteria, waste treatment 
requirements, temperature criteria, 
use Classifications and their associated 
criteria, and 175 beneficial use classifi- 
cation assignments. 

On August 29, 1977, in accordance 
with section 303(c)(3) of the Act, the 
EPA Regional Administrator, Region 
IV, approved the revised water quality 
standards adopted on May 30, 1977 
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except for specific use designations for 
57 stream segments, and for Section V, 
Waste Treatment Requirements, pro- 
viding further evaluation. 

On September 17 and 20, 1977, EPA, 
Region IV, held public meetings to 
provide information to interested per- 
sons on the Agency’s action of August 
29, 1977 and to receive public com- 
ments on the sections of the water 
quality standards which were excepted 
from EPA’s approval. 

On September 28, 1977, the Regional 
Administrator approved seven stream 
beneficial use designations for which 
he had previously withheld approval. 
Additionally, 50 beneficial use designa- 
tions were disapproved because infor- 
mation demonstrated that uses con- 
sistent with the national water quality 
goal are attainable or the State did 
not make a satisfactory demonstra- 
tion, or made no demonstration at all, 
to justify downgrading waters previ- 
ously classified for more restrictive 
beneficial uses in accordance with 40 
CFR 130.17(c)(3). Section V, Waste 
Treatment Requirements, was also dis- 
approved based on the Regional Ad- 
ministrator’s determination that the 
revised Section V was inconsistent 
with the applicable requirements of 
the Act. 

In response to EPA’s September 28, 
1977, disapproval, the AWIC held a 
public hearing on November 17, 1977, 
in Montgomery, Ala., to receive com- 
ments on necessary revisions specified 
in‘EPA’s previous objections. 

On December 19, 1977, the AWIC 
adopted revised beneficial use classifi- 
cations for 23 stream segments to 
make them consistent with the Act; as- 
signed the Agricultural and Industrial 
Water Supply use to Mill Creek near 
Oneonta, Ala.; modified Section V, 
Waste Treatment Requirements; and 
modified Section IV, Minimum Condi- 
tions Applicable to all State Waters. 
The AWIC also revised criteria appli- 
cable to she Agricultural and Industri- 
al Water Supply use to provide for 
fish survival. 

On January 5, 1978, the AWIC sub- 
mitted to the Regional Administrator 
the revised water quality standards 
adopted on December 19, 1977. The 
AWIC also submitted justifications to 
EPA for 30 downgraded stream seg- 
ments previously disapproved on Sep- 
tember 28, 1977. 

On February 15, 1978, the Regional 
Administrator approved water quality 
standards adopted by the AWIC on 
December 19, 1977, with the exception 
of 23 stream beneficial use classifica- 
tion assignments. Because of EPA’s 
February 15, 1978 determination and 
because the State has failed to take 
appropriate action respecting the 23 
stream beneficial use designations re- 
maining disapproved, the Administra- 
tor of EPA is proposing a rule assign- 
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ing the Fish and Wildlife use to the 
stream segments listed herein in ac- 
cordance with section 303(c)(4) of the 
Act. 

The Agricultural and Industrial 
Water Supply classification for Pond 
Creek in the Tennessee River Basin 
was among the 23 use classifications 
assignments disapproved by EPA on 
September 28. The EPA is herewith 
proposing to promulgate a Fish and 
Wildlife use classification for this 
creek. On April 11, 1978, Region IV 
staff met with representatives of 
Reynolds Metals Co., Associated In- 
dustries of Alabama, and Ford Motor 
Co., during which information was 
presented to EPA regarding Pond 
Creek. EPA agreed to study the infor- 
mation submitted while continuing 
with the statutory proposal process. 

Within ninety days of this notice the 
State may: (a) Submit an adequate 
justification, as provided by 40 CFR 
130.17(c), for the use classifications 
disapproved by the Regional Adminis- 
trator; or (b) adopt appropriate use 
classifications for the waters listed in 
this proposed rule. If the State fails to 
act in either manner (a) or (b), the Ad- 
ministrator in accordance with section 
303(c)(4) of the Act and Administra- 
tive Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553), will 
promulgate the water quality stand- 
ards proposed herein, or other stand- 
ards which EPA determines are con- 
sistent with the requirements of the 
act after considering public comment. 


BAsIS AND PURPOSE 


Section 303(c)(2) of the Act requires 
that State water quality standards, 
“* * * be such as to protect the public 
health or welfare, enhance the quality 
of water and serve the purposes of this 
Act.” The purpose of water quality 
standards, as with the other sections 
of the Act, is to achieve, wherever at- 
tainable, the national goal of protect- 
ing and propagating fish, shellfish, 
and wildlife, and providing for recrea- 
tion in and on the waters by 1983 (sec- 
tion 101(a)(2)). 

The EPA’s regulations for review 
and revision of water quality stand- 
ards are found at 40 CFR 130.17(c) (40 
FR 55321; November 28, 1975). Under 
the authority of section 303(c) EPA re- 
quires that: 


(1) The State shall establish water quality 
standards which will result in the achieve- 
ment of the national water quality goal 
specified in section 101(a)(2) of the Act, 
wherever attainable. In determining wheth- 
er such standards are attainable for any 
particular segment, the State should take 
into consideration environmental, techno- 
iogical, social, economic and institutional 
factors. 

(2) The State shall maintain those water 
uses which are currently being attained. 
Where existing water quality standards 
specify designated water uses less than 
those which presently are being achieved, 


PROPOSED RULES 


the State shall upgrade its standards to re- 
flect the uses actually being attained. 

(3) At a minimum, the State shall main- 
tain those water uses which currently are 
designated in water quality standards, effec- 
tive as of the date of these regulations or as 
subsequently modified in accordance with 
§ 130.17(c) (1) and (2). The State may estab- 
lish less restrictive uses than those con- 
tained in existing water quality standards, 
however, only where the State can demon- 
strate that: 

(i) The existing designated use is not at- 
tainable because of natural background; 

(ii) -The existing designated use is not at- 
tainable because of irretrievable man-in- 
duced conditions; or 

(iii) Application of effluent limitations for 
existing sources more stringent than those 
required pursuant to section 301(b)(2) (A) 
and (B) of the Act in order to attain the ex- 
isting designated use would result in sub- 
stantial and widespread adverse economic 
and social impact. 


EPA’s judgement with regard to the 
Alabama use classifications was to dis- 
approve the State’s action in 23 cases. 
This proposed rule establishes benefi- 
cial uses consistent with the national 
water quality goal and 40 CFR 
130.17(c)(1) for nine stream segments 
previously classified for less restrictive 
uses, and fourteen stream segments 
for which State demonstrations do not 
adequately justify the establishment 
of less restrictive uses as required by 
40 CFR 130.17(c)(3). 


THE AGENCY’S PROPOSED RULE 


The Agency’s proposed rule would 
establish a designated use classifica- 
tion of Fish and Wildlife for 23 stream 
segments. A_ significant difference 
exists between the water quality crite- 
ria associated with the Alabama Fish 
and Wildlife use classification and 
those associated with the Agricultural 
and Industrial Water Supply use. For 
example the dissolved oxygen (D.O.) 
criteria supporting the Alabama Fish 
and Wildlife use classification requires 
that: 


For a diversified warm water biota, includ- 
ing game fish, daily dissolved oxygen con- 
centrations shall not be less than 5 mg/1 at 
all times * * * 


The Alabama Agricultural and Indus- 
trial Water Supply use classification 
provides that: 


Sewage, industrial wastes, or other wastes 
shall not cause the dissolved oxygen to be 
less than 3.0 parts per million * * * 


EPA’s proposed rule also would 
result in the application of a more 
stringent toxic substances provision 
than the one assigned by Alabama for 
the Agricultural and Industrial Water 
Supply use classification. For example, 
the Alabama toxic and deleterious 
substances criteria associated with the 
Fish and Wildlife use classification re- 
quire toxic substances attributable to 
sewage, industrial wastes or other 
wastes will not be: 


* * * injurious to fish and aquatic life in- 
cluding shrimp and crabs in estuarine or 
salt waters or the propagation thereof; not 
to exceed one-tenth of the 96-hour median 
tolerance limit for fish and aquatic life * * * 
except that other limiting concentrations 
may be used when factually justified and 
approved. 


The Agricultural and Industrial des- 
ignated use requires that color, odor, 
and taste-producing substances, toxic 
substances, and other deleterious sub- 
stances be restricted to: 


* * * only such amounts as will not render 
the waters unsuitable for agricultural irriga- 
tion, livestock watering, industrial cooling, 
and industrial process water supply pur- 
poses, and fish survival, nor interfere with 
downstream water uses. 


These two examples illustrate that 
the fish and wildlife designated use re- 
quires more stringent water quality 
criteria and therefore more closely ap- 
proaches the goals of the Act, which 
should be achieved where attainable in 
compliance with EPA’s regulations. 

In practice the water quality stand- 
ards will be achieved by the installa- 
tion of point source abatement con- 
trols; by the application of more effec- 
tive operation of existing point source 
facilities; or by the application of best 
management practices for non-point 
pollution sources. Point source con- 
trols are regulated through the Na- 
t*onal Pollutant Discharge Elimina- 
tion System permit program estab- 
lished in section 402. of the Act. The 
Act requires dischargers to reduce 
point source pollution loadings so as to 
achieve water quality standards (sec- 
tion 301(b)(1)(C)). Allowable § dis- 
charges can be quantified by a waste- 
load allocation process which deter- 
mines allowable loadings which will 
met water quality standards. For ex- 
ample, the Alabama Agricultural and 
Industrial Water Supply designated 
use would provide for wasteload allo- 
cations based on 3.0 mg/l D.O.; the 
proposed rule herein would provide for 
wasteload allocations based on 5.0 
mg/1 D.O. 


Economic IMPACTS 


The State’s assessment of the eco- 
nomic impact of projected sewage im- 
provements necessary to achieve water 
quality standards primarily was based 
on a comparison of the median family 
income for the affected communities 
with the estimated costs of the im- 
provements. The State also used exist- 
ing EPA guidance regarding less costly 
wastewater facilities for small commu- 
nities. 

The Region’s analyses of Alabama’s 
justifications for its proposed down- 
gradings are contained in two disap- 
proval letters dated September 28, 
1977, and February 15, 1978. For the 
23 stream segments where proposed 
downgradings were disapproved by 
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Region IV, the State’s justifications 
were found to be unacceptable for one 
of two reasons: (1) the plant design cri- 
teria and basin plan information were 
incorrectly documented by the State; 
or (2) the State used ‘1970 dollars” to 
represent the yearly median family 
income and compared them to 1977 
municipal construction costs. For this 
proposed rulemaking, EPA used con- 
struction grants program economic 
data and adjusted median income fig- 
ures to be comparable with current 
cost estimates, where necessary. 

Based upon the available informa- 
tion, EPA determined that, of the 24 
publicly owned treatment works 
(POTW’s) potentially affected by this 
proposed rulemaking, eleven may be 
forced to resort to more sophisticated 
sewage treatment technology or some 
other cost effective treatment in order 
to meet water quality standards. If the 
State seeks funding support under sec- 
tion 201 of the Act, the Federal and 
municipal shares of the increased 
costs would amount to approximately 
$5.88 million and $1.96 million, respec- 
tively. The municipalities’ share, am- 
ortized over 20 years at seven percent 
interest, plus ‘operation and mainte- 
nance” costs would amount to approxi- 
mately $0.764 million per year. 

Region IV found that four of the 23 
stream segments listed in this pro- 
posed rulemaking received industrial 
discharges: Snow Creek, Conecuh 
River, Piney Creek, and Pond Creek. 
Industrial dischargers on the Conecuh 
River and Piney Creek will contribute 
dairy and poultry processing wastes to 
the POTW’s. Thus increased treat- 
ment costs would be incurred by the 
municipalities. A portion of these costs 
may be passed on to the industrial dis- 
chargers; however, this is not expected 
to be significant. EPA’s stream survey 
information on Pond and Snow Creeks 
indicates that the two other stream 
segments receiving industrial dis- 
charges are currently suitable for the 
maintenance and propagation of fish 
and wildlife. A viable community of 
aquatic life now exists in those 
streams even with present discharge 
levels from numerous point sources. 
Therefore, no additional costs to in- 
dustrial dischargers on those stream 
segments will result from this pro- 
posed rulemaking. 

Therefore, this proposed rulemaking 
does not trigger any of the criteria in 
Executive Order 12044 for performing 
a regulatory analysis (43 FR 12661; 
March 24, 1978). That order states 
that a regulatory analysis is not neces- 
sary if the proposed regulations will 
not have an effect on the economy of 
$100 million or more per year, nor 
cause a major increase in costs or 


PROPOSED RULES 


prices for individual industries, State _ 


or local government or geographic re- 
gions. 


PuBLic HEARINGS 


The Agency plans to hold a public 
hearing in Auburn, Ala. The hearing 
will be held from 7 p.m. until 10 p.m. 
on October 18, 1978 in room 208 of the 
Foy Union Building on the Auburn 
University campus. 

Requests to make oral statements 
should be forwarded to Charles W. 
Ferst, Water Quality Standards Coor- 
dinator, EPA, 345 Courtland Street 
NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30308. Both oral 
and written comments will be accepted 
at the hearing. The hearing officer re- 
serves the right to fix reasonable 
limits on the time allowed for oral pre- 


. sentations. 


AVAILABILITY OF THE RECORD 


The entire administrative record 
concerning the Alabama water quality 
standards described in this preamble is 
available for public inspection and 
copying at the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency, Region IV office, Water 
Division, 345 Courtland Street NE., At- 


- lanta, Ga. 30308, during normal busi- 


ness hours of 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. The 
water quality standards for Alabama, 
detailed analyses on each stream seg- 
ment mentioned herein, the corre- 
spondence .between the AWIC and 
Region IV, EPA, the proposed stand- 
ards, and other supporting technical 
information are available for inspec- 
tion and copying at the U.S. Environ- 
mental Protection Agency Public In- 
formation Reference Unit (room 
2922), 401 M Street SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460, during normal business 
hours of 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 
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(Secs. 101(a)(2), 303(c), and 501, Clean 
Water Act, as amended Pub. L. 92-500 (33 
U.S.C. 1251(a)(2)(c), 1313(c), and 1361).) 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


Dovuc.tas M. COSsTLE, 
Administrator. 


Part 120 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is pro- 
posed to be amended by adding a new 
§ 120.10. This section changes the use 
classification for 23 streams in the Al- 
abama water quality standards Appen- 
dices B and C to a Fish and Wildlife 
use from Agricultural and Industrial 
Water Supply use. The Agricultural 
and Industrial Water Supply use for 
these streams was adopted by the 
State of Alabama on December 19, 
1977. The result of this change in des- 
ignated use is to require more strin- 
gent water quality criteria and to up- 
grade the use designation. Section 
120.10 would read as follows: 


§ 120.10 Alabama 


(a) Water quality standards revisions 
adopted by the Alabama Water Im- 
provement Commission on May 30, 
1977, and amended on December 19, 
1977, are contained in the documents 
entitled, “State of Alabama Water Im- 
provement Commission Water Quality 
Criteria” and “Water Use Classifica- 
tions for Interstate and Intrastate 
Waters of the State of Alabama.” 
These documents will be the water 
quality standards for the State of Ala- 
bama except as amended in the follow- 
ing table. The criteria necessary to 
support the designated beneficial uses 
for these water segments are those 
found in Part D of the “State of Ala- 
bama Water Improvement Commis- 
sion Water Quality Criteria”. 





Stream 


From To Classification 





Coosa Snow Creek 





Lower Tombigbee 
Tallapoosa 


Sycamore Creek.... 
Christian Creek 
Dobbs Creek 
Parkerson Mill Creek 
Tennessee 


Pond Creek 
Tallapoosa Calebee Creek 
Tennessee Flint Creek 


Piney Creek 
Swan Creek 


Warrior 
Warrior 


™ill Creek 
Burnt Cane Creek 








Choctawhatchee 
Coosa 


Beaver Creek 
Buxahatchee Creek 
Walnut Creek 
Waxahatchee Creek 








Bassett’s Creek 
Wahalak Creek 


Lower Tombigbee 


Choccolocco Its source... Fish and 


wildlife 


.. Chickasaw Bogue .. 
.. Oaktasasis Creek 
.. Oaktasasis Creek 
.. Chewacle Creek 


Cedar Creek 


Tennessee River 
Highway 80 


Its source... 
Persimmon 
Creek. 
Ala. Highway 36 Its source... 
County road vicinity of 
Woodley Springs. 
Highway 26 crossing 


Chilton County line 
Hog Creek 
Camp Branch 
RR. 
crossing. 
Orphan’s Creek Its source... 
Tishlarka Creek 
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Basin Stream 


Fron: To 





Perdido Escambia. 


Bullock-Pike County Its source... Fish and 
line. wildlife 

County road crossing Do. 
near Horn Bill. 

Persimmon Creek 


Chapman. 


Classification 





1 Disapproved by EPA on February 15, 1978. 


[FR Doc. 78-27056 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6712-01] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[47 CFR Part 73] 
{Docket No. 11279; FCC 78-663] 


SUBSCRIPTION TELEVISION SERVICE 
Proceeding Terminated 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION: Order terminating proceed- 
ing in docket 11279. 


SUMMARY: In docket 11279 the Com- 
mission proposed rules to regulate 
cable television systems carriage of the 
signals of broadcast subscription tele- 
vision stations. This order terminates 
the proceeding without the adoption 
of rules due to the staleness of the 
comments received in response to the 
original notice and because other rule- 
making changes had occurred while 
the proceeding was pending. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: Nonapplicable. 


ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


William H. Johnson, Cable Televi- 
sion Bureau, 202-632-6468. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Adopted: September 19, 1978. 
Released: September 21, 1978. 


Order. In the matter amendment of 
part 73: of the commission rules and 
regulations (Radio Broadcast Services) 
to provide for subscription television 
service, docket No. 11279.' 

1. This proceeding, relating to cable 
television carriage of the signals of 


broadcast subscription television sta- - 


tions, was commenced by the issuance 
of the Third Further Notice of Pro- 
posed Rulemaking in Docket 11279, 
FCC 68-1175, 15 FCC 2d 601, 33 FR 
. 19085 (1968). By this order we are ter- 


‘See 36 FR 9519, May 26, 1971. 


minating this proceeding without the 
adoption of rules. 


2. The comments filed in this docket 
are now stale and a number of changes 
in the nature of our regulations have 
been made since the proceeding was 
commenced so that the record does 
not provide an adequate basis for the 
adoption of rules. Of particular impor- 
tance is the lack of a record concern- 
ing the technical details involved in 
cable television carriage of broadcast 
STV programing. Moreover, we now 
have in progress our inquiry in docket 
21284 (65 FCC 2d 9 (1977)) in which 
we are gathering information concern- 


ing the overall economic relationship 


between cable television and broadcast 
television. Although that proceeding is 
concerned with the relationship be- 
tween conventional stations and cable 
systems, it may also provide some ad- 
ditional insight into the policies that 
should be applied to cable STV car- 
riage. We are aware that there are 
parties interested in an expedited reso- 
lution of this proceeding through the 
adoption of rules.“ However, the lack 
of adequate comment in the record 
presents a procedural barrier to that 
action. At this point we believe the 
most efficacious procedure for those 
desiring further action would be the 
filing of petitions for rulemaking set- 
ting forth the rule changes requested 
and the public interest justification 
therefore. Our decision terminating 
this proceeding is not intended to fore- 
close the possibility of a new proceed- 
ing being commenced if that appears 
warranted. 

Authority for this action is con- 
tained in section 4(i), 301, 303, and 307 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 


*A petition for expedited action was filed 
by Blonder-Tongue Broadcasting Corp. on 
Apr. 1, 1977. 


Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
proceeding in Docket 11279 is termi- 
nated. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
WILLIAM J. TRICARICO, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27198 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[7035-01] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[49 CFR Part 1033] 
[No. 36700] 
CAR SERVICE 


Petition Seeking Institution of Rulemaking 
Proceeding 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


ACTION: Time for filing comments. 


SUMMARY: On September 12, 1978, 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia granted the 
Commission’s request for a remand of 
the record in this proceeding and or- 
dered that the petition which sought 
the institution of a rulemaking to in- 
vestigate the need for regulations gov- 


erning the use of automatic car identi- 


fication systems, and all pertinent doc- 
uments, and comments from other in- 
terested persons should be submitted 
to the Commission within 30 days. 


DATES: The time for filing the peti- 
tion seeking the institution of a rule- 
making, along with all pertinent docu- 
ments upon which petitioner relies, 
and comments of interested persons 
should be submitted by October 12, 
1978. 


ADDRESSES: Petition, with accompa- 
nying documents, and comments 
should be sent to: Office of the Secre- 
tary, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20423. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Janice M. Rosenak, Deputy Director, 
or Harvey Gobetz, Assistant Deputy 
Director, Section of Rates, Office of 
Proceedings, Washington, D.C. 
20423, 202-275-7693. 


This notice is issued pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. § 13(6)(a). 


Dated: September 19, 1978. 
By the Commission, J. Patterson 


King, Acting Director, Office of Pro- 
ceedings. 
H.G. HoMME, Jr. 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27183 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6110-01] 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


COMMITTEE ON GRANTS, BENEFITS AND 
CONTRACTS 


Notice of Meeting 


Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the 
Committee on Grants, Benefits and 
Contracts of the Administrative Con- 
ference of the United States, to be 
held at 1°45 p.m., Wednesday, October 
25, 1978, in the Conference’s library, 
2120 L Street, NW., Suite 500, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

The Committee will meet to consider 
the comments on the report by Profes- 
sor Peter W. Martin entitled ‘‘Proce- 
dures Used in Forming and Carrying 
out Federal-State Agreements under 
the Supplemental Security Income 
Program,” and to put its proposed rec- 
ommendations into final form. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public, but limited to the space availa- 
ble. Persons wishing to attend should 
notify this office at least 2 days in ad- 
vance. The Committee Chairman, if he 
deems it appropriate, may permit 
members of the public to present oral 
statements at the meeting; any 
member of the public may file a writ- 
ten statement with the Committee 
before, during or after the meeting. 

For further information concerning 
this meeting contact David B. H. 
Martin (202-254-7065). Minutes of the 
meeting will be available on request. 


RicHarp K. BERG, 
Executive Secretary. 
SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27139 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[3410-16] 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Soil Conservation Service 


LAUREL RIVER PARK WATER-BASED 
RECREATION RC&D MEASURE, DELAWARE 


Intent Not To Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 


1500); and the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the 
Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact state- 
ment is not being prepared for the 
Laurel River Park Water-Based Recre- 
ation RC&D Measure, Sussex County, 
Del. 

The environmental assessment of 
this Federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. Otis D. Fincher, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are 
not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
water-based recreation. The planned 
works of improvement include the in- 
stallation of a boat launching area, a 
paved parking area and entrance road, 
riverfront bulkheading, and fencing 
along the riverfront and around 
Laurel River Park. The location of the 
boat launching area and parking lot 
abuts Park Street at the western edge 
of the park and is adjacent to the 
river. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. Otis D. 
Fincher, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, Treadway 
Towers, Suite 204, 9 East Loockerman 
Street, Dover, Del. 19901, telephone 
302-678-0750. An environmental 
impact appraisal has been prepared 
and sent to various Federal, State, and 
local agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of the envi- 
ronmental impact appraisal are availa- 
ble to fill single copy requests at the 
above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until October 27, 1978. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 


and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590a-f, q.) 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 


EDWARD E. THOMAS, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Land Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-27140 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 


MYSTIC SEAPORT CRITICAL AREA TREATMENT 
RC&D MEASURE, CONNECTICUT 


Intent Not To Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 
1500); and the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the 
Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact state- 
ment is not being prepared for the 
Mystic Seaport Critical Area Treat- 
ment RC&D Measure, New London 
County, Conn. 

The environmental assessment of 
this Federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. John W. Tippie, 
State Conservationist, has. determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are 
not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
critical area treatment. The planned 
works of improvement include driven 
sheet steel piling and placed rock bulk- 
heads. This action is considered repair 
and replacement and will be done in 
five phases. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. John 
W. Tippie, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, Mansfield Pro- 
fessional Park, Route 44A, Storrs, 
Conn. 06268, telephone 203-429-9361. 
An environmental impact appraisal 
has been prepared and sent to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the environmental impact 
appraisal are available to fill single 
copy requests at the above address. 
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No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until October 27, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590a-f, q.) 


EDWARD E. THOMAS, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Land Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 


SEPTEMBER 21, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27141 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6320-01] 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
{Order 78-9-60; Docket 31447] 
PIEDMONT AVIATION, INC. 
Order To Show Cause 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, 
D.C., on the 13th day of September 
1978. 


On September 29, 1977, Piedmont 
Aviation filed an application and 
motion for hearing to amend its certif- 
icate for Route 87 so as to add two 
new segments authorizing nonstop 
service between Dallas/Fort Worth 
and Greensboro/High Point (Greens- 
boro and between Dallas/Fort Worth 
and Raleigh/Durham (Raleigh). Si- 
multaneously, it moved for a hearing 
and requested the issuance of a show 
cause order why this authority should 
not be granted. 

Piedmont proposes to operate two 
daily nonstop round trips in each new 
market, with Boeing 737 aircraft. The 
morning flights from Greensboro 
would be extensions of existing Pied- 
mont flights from New York/Newark 
(with stops at Richmond); the morn- 
ing flights from Raleigh would be ex- 
tensions of existing flights from Nor- 
folk; the afternoon flights from 
Greensboro and Raleigh would be ex- 
tensions of existing flights from Wash- 
ington, D.C. (with stops at Norfolk 
and Richmond, respectively). 

In support of its application, Pied- 
mont states that approval will produce 
the following service benefits: First 
single-plane service in four markets 
(Dallas/Fort Worth-Greensboro/Nor- 
folk/Raleigh/Richmond), benefiting 
120,900 passengers a year; improved 
single-plane service in 12 markets; and 
first direct on-line connecting service 
in 11 other markets.‘ It also contends 
that approval will improve connecting 
service between Greensboro, Norfolk, 
Raleigh, and Richmond and 36 cities 
west of Dallas/Fort Worth. It states 
that access to the Dallas/Fort Worth 


1These are set forth in the appendix. Ap- 
pendix filed as part of original document. 


NOTICES 


hub will contribute to its operating ef- 
ficiency, since the length of hop of 
this extension is almost three times 
that of its current system, and the 
passenger haul is almost double. It an- 
ticipates that its new service will be 
profitable, permit subsidy reduction, 
and strengthen its route structure. It 
argues that its proposal will help alle- 
viate the congestion that many 
Dallas/Fort Worth passengers experi- 
ence at the Atlanta airport, and will 
not significantly harm other carriers. 

Answers in support of Piedmont’s 
application were filed by the Norfolk 
Port and Industrial Authority, the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, the 
Dallas/Fort Worth civic parties,? the 
North Carolina Department of Trans- 
portation, and the Greensboro-High 
Point Airport Authority. 

American Airlines, Delta Air Lines, 
and Eastern Airlines answered in op- 
position. American urges us to require 
Piedmont to make at least two inter- 
mediate stops in the Dallas/Fort 
Worth-New York? and Baltimore/ 
Washington markets, if we decide to 
proceed with its application. American 
also argues that show cause proce- 
dures are not the proper’ method for 
the grant of new route authority te an 
off-line point. 

Delta contends that we should defer 
our consideration of Piedmont’s appli- 
cation until we have acted on its own 
application for improved authority in 
the Raleigh/Greensboro-Atianta mar- 
kets ‘ and on its route realignment ap- 
plication.® 

Eastern answers that Piedmont is 
not entitled to priority of hearing 
under the Board’s standards. It states 
that, with one exception,® Eastern pro- 
vides single carrier one-stop service in 
all the Dallas/Fort Worth markets 
that Piedmont wants to serve; that the 
markets are not large enough to sup- 
port additional service; that Pied- 
mont’s rapidly growing route system 
does not need any more. route 
strenghtening; and that Piedmont 
would divert heavily from Eastern’s 
existing services. Eastern also alleges 
that Piedmont has grossly exaggerat- 
ed the traffic it would carry in order 
to show a profit, contending that, 
under more- realistic assurnptions, it 
would incur heavy losses on its Dallas/ 
Fort Worth extension. Finally, East- 
ern cites the pendency of its route re- 
alignment application,? as another 


2The city of Dallas, Dallas Chamber of 
Commerce, City of Fort Worth, Fort Worth 
Chamber of Commerce, and the North 
Texas Commission. 

3New York is hyphenated with Newark on 
Piedmont’s Route 87. 

*Application of Delta Air Lines, Inc., 
Docket 31259. 

5 Docket 29774. 

®Dallas/Fort Worth-Norfolk. 

7Docket 29983, requesting nonstop au- 
thority in the Dallas/Fort Worth-Rich- 


reason for us to refuse to consider this 
request. 

. On November 18, 1977, Piedmont 
filed a reply accompanied by a motion 
for permission to file. We will grant 
the motion. 

We have tentatively concluded, on 
the basis of the tentative findings 
below, that the public convenience and 
necessity require the amendment of 
Piedmont’s certificate for Route 87 so 
as to authorize nonstop Dallas/Fort 
Worth-Raleigh and Dallas/Fort 
Worth-Greensboro service, and the 
removal of Eastern’s stop restrictions 
in the Dallas/Fort Worth-Greens- 
boro/Raleigh markets.? 

Piedmont’s application falls within 
the class of cases that can be handled 
by show-cause procedures due to the 
absence of any material, determinative 


mond/Greensboro/Raleigh markets, among 
others. 

’We tentatively find that Piedmont and 
Eastern are fit, willing, and able to perform 
the air transportation they propose and to 
conform to the provisions of the Act and 
the applicable Board rules. 

On the basis of the environmental evalua- 
tion submitted by Piedmont, we tentatively 
find that our proposed action would not 
constitute a major Federal action signifi- 
cantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of section 
}02(2KC) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. Piedmont estimated the 
annual fuel usage required to implement its 
Dallas/Fort Worth entry at 8,065,969 gal- 
lons. Since this is below the 10 million 
(10,000,000) gallon threshold which we 
adopted in our Procedurai Regulations as a 
measure of a “major regulatory action,” we 
tentatively find that our proposed action 
does not require an energy statement pursu- 
ant to § 313.4. 

*This latter conclusion constitutes an ex- 
ception to our general policy against pro- 
cessing restriction removals while a carrier’s 
route realignment application is pending. 
We are making this exception on the 
grounds of equity and fairness. In Eastern’s 
route realignment application (Docket 
29983), it requested nonstop authority in 
these markets: since no one objected to this 
request, we would give it this authority 
when we process its realignment proposal. It 
would, therefore be inequitable to grant 
Piedmont nonstop authority in these mar- 
kets while refusing to award Eastern similar 
authority at the same time. 

In Eastern’s route realignment applica- 
tion, it requested a waiver under Part 312 of 
the Board’s Procedural Regulations from 
filing an environmental evaluation. Eastern 
supports its request by stating that the 
grant of the realignment is not likely to 
affect the environment because it will im- 
prove scheduling flexibility, equipment uti- 
lization, and operating efficiency. We would 
waive the requirements of 312 if we had 
Eastern’s realignment before us and we will 
not require an environmental filing here. 
We tentatively agree that removal of the 
stop restrictions in the Dallas/Fort Worth- 
Greensboro/Raleigh markets will not sig- 
nificantly affect the environment; it will 
produce greater opportunities for reduction 
in fuel consumption, air pollution, and am- 
bient noise levels. 
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issue of fact requiring resolution in a 
formal evidentiary proceeding. In that 
respect, this application is similar to 
Piedmont’s recent Boston entry pro- 
posal and Eastern’s recent Albany pro- 
posal. ?° 

We find that the implementation of 
Piedmont’s service proposal will offer 
significant benefits to the traveling 
public in many Dallas/Fort Worth 
markets, such as first nonstop service 
between Dallas/Fort Worth, on the 
one hand, and Greensboro and Ra- 
leigh, on the other, first single-plane 
service in the Dallas/Fort Worth-Nor- 
folk and Dallas/Fort . Worth-Rich- 
mond markets, and substantial first 
single-carrier benefits in other mar- 
kets.'! In addition, many travelers will 
be able to avoid making connections in 
Atlanta, a very congested terminal. 

Further, the extension to Dallas/ 
Fort Worth will enable Piedmont to 
provide additional flights in markets it 
already serves and will strengthen it 
by increasing the length of its average 
aircraft hop and passenger haul. 

Piedmont estimates that its net op- 
erating profit as a result of implemen- 
tation of operations on the Dallas/ 
Fort Worth extension will be $3.6 mil- 
lion. We find that there is sufficient 
traffic in the markets it proposes to 
serve to sustain profitable operations, 
if not under its proposal, than then 
under a variation.'* We need not find 
that its precise proposal before us, or 
any other specific service pattern, can 
in fact be profitably operated.” If 
Piedmont’s proposal or a variation can 
be operated on a profitable basis, serv- 
ice is likely to be provided, and we are 
persuaded that this has been plausibly 


By Order 78-8-97, August 17, 1978, we 
granted Piedmont’s Boston entry; by Order 
78-7-168, July 31, 1978, we granted East- 
ern’s Albany entry. 

See the Appendix. 

14 For the year ended September 30, 1977, 
there were 21,520 true O&D plus connecting 
passengers in the Dallas/Fort Worth- 
Greensboro market and 22,880 in the 
Dallas/Fort Worth-Raleigh market. Source: 
CAB’s O&D Survey Tables 8 and 10. 

12S$ee Piedmont Boston Entry Application, 
Order 78-4-69 (order to show cause): Order 
78-8-97 (final order), at pp. 6-7. 

1= As noted in Order 78-4-69, our conclu- 
sion that Piedmont has made a plausible 
showing that service can be profitable pro- 
vided is not an element of our tentative 
findings of public convenience ‘and necessi- 
ty, but rather of our determination to give 
this application priority of processing. 

13Bastern argues that Piedmont’s stimula- 
tion factors are too high in a number of re- 
spects. Even if all of Eastern’s criticisms are 
well taken, our conclusion that proposal, or 
some plausible variation, could be operated 
on an economic basis would not be under- 
mined. 

144The public convenience and necessity re- 
quire that Piedmont’s authority be Catego- 
ry II subsidy-ineligible and permissive to 
enable it to respond to the forces of the 
marketplace. If its operations prove to be 
uneconomic it can reduce or eliminate the 


: Piedmont, 
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shown here.'™ However, even if the 
service is or becomes unprofitable the 
carrier is free, under permissive au- 
thority, to cease serving the markets. 
We are satisfied that nothing devel- 
oped in an oral evidentiary hearing 
would reverse these conclusions. '* '* 

Eastern claims revenue diversion of 
$4.7 million.** This represents such a 
small fraction of Eastern’s. gross 
annual revenues of $2 billion that it 
should not threaten its ability to per- 
form its certificate obligations, or nec- 
essarily result in termination of essen- 
tial services which will not be replaced 
by another carrier.'* 

As to American’s request that we re- 
quire Piedmont to make at least two 
intermediate stops between Dallas/ 
Fort Worth, on the one hand, and 
New York, Washington and Baltimore, 
on the other, the nature of Piedmont’s 
routes will dictate this result auto- 
matically. Its authcrity in the New 
York-Greensboro/Raleigh, Washing- 
ton-Greensboro/Raleigh and Balti- 
more-Raleigh markets is already one- 
stop restricted. Since flights on Piea- 
mont’s Dailas/Fort Worth authoritv 
will be required to stop in Raleigh or 
Greensboro in any event, it folicws 
that those flights going on to New 
York, Washington or Baltimore will 
have to make at least two stops be- 
tween Dallas/Fort Worth and tieose 
cities. 

Delta desires that we defer consider- 
ation of Piedmont’s réquest until we 
have acted on its Rale4gh/Greensboro- 
Atlanta application /and its realign- 
ment application. We recently issued 
an order to show gause dealing with 
Delta’s realignmg@it;'* we see no 
reason to delay i i 
request until thefRaleigh/Greensboro- 
Atlanta applicatgon is acted upon. 

Our tentativ4 decision to remove 
Eastern’s stop restriction in the 
Dallas/Fort r Worth-Greensboro/Ra- 
leigh markets conforms with our gen- 
eral policy of eliminating or modifying 
certificate gonditions which serve no 
useful pur#ose, impair market devel- 


/ ™To the extent that Eastern institutes 
1onstop service, in direct competition with 
its case for diversion is that 
much weaker. 

16 Order 78-4-109, April 19, 1978. 

See e.g., Order 78-4-67, April 14, 1978, 
Order 77-11-41, November 10, 1977, and 
orders cited in n. 9 of the latter. 


* 
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Interested persons will be given 30 
days from the date of service of this 
order to show cause why these tenta 
tive findings and conclusions should 
not be made final. We expect their ob- 
jections to be supported by detailed 
economic or legal arguments. If an 
oral evidentiary hearing is requested, 
the objector should state, in detail, 
why such a hearing is necessary. ind 
what relevant and material facts he 
would expect to establish through 
such a hearing that cannot he estab- 
lished in written pleadings. General, 
vague, or unsupported objections will 
not be entertained. Answers shall be 
filed 10 days after the date for filing 
objections. 

Accordingly: ; 

1. We direct all interested persons to 
show cause why the Board should not 
issue an order making final the tenta- 
tive findings and conclusions stated 
here and amending Piedmont’s certifi- 
cate for Route 87 so as to add a new 
segment, which is permissive and Cat- 
egory II subsidy ineligible, authorizing 
the nonstop scheduled air transporta- 
tion of persons, property, and mail be- 
tween the terminal point Dallas/Fort 
Worth, on the one hand, and the co- 
terminal points Greensboro/High 
Point and Raleigh/Durham, on the 
other,'® and amending Eastern’s certi- 
ficates for Routes 5 and 10 so that, 
notwithstanding the linear description 
of the routes in those certificates, 
Eastern be authorized to provide non- 
stop scheduled air transportation of 
persons, property, and mail between 
the terminal point Dallas/Fort Worth, 
on the one hand, and the terminal 
points Greensboro/High Point and 
‘Raleigh/Durham, on the other; 

2. Any interested person objecting to 
the issuance of an order making final 
the proposed findings, conclusions, 
and certificate amendments set forth 
here shall, no later than October 23, 
“1978, file with the Board and serve 
upon all persons listed in paragraph 6 
a statement of objections together 
with a summary of testimony, statisti- 
cal data, and evidence expected to be 
relied upon to support its objections; 
answers to objections shall be filed no 
later than November 2, 1978; 

3. If timely and properly supported 
objections are filed, we will fully con- 
sider the issues raised before we take 
further action; 

4. In the event no objections are 
filed, all further procedural steps will 
be deemed to have been waived and 
the Board may proceed to enter an 
order in accordance with the tentative 


18In view of the fact that Piedmont cur- 
rently has operating authority between 
Greensboro/High Point and _  Raleigh/ 
Durham, we propose to place those points 
on a single new segment as coterminals. 

19Since we have provided for the filing of 
objections, we will not entertain petitions 
for reconsideration. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 





43748 


findings and conclusions we have set 
forth here; 

5. We grant Piedmont’s motion for 
leave to file an unauthorized docu- 
ment; and | 

6. We shall serve this order upon 
Piedmont Aviation, Airlift Interna- 
tional, Allegheny Airlines, American 
Airlines, Braniff International, Conti- 
nental Air Lines, Delta Air Lines, East- 
ern Air Lines, Flying Tiger Line, 
Hughes Airwest, Texas International 
Airlines, Frontier Airlines, National 
Airlines, North Central Airlines, 
Northwest Airlines, Ozark Air Lines, 
Pan American World Airways, South- 
ern Airways, Trans World Airlines, 
United Airlines, the North Carolina 
Department of Transportation, Divi- 
sion of Aeronautics, the Greensboro/ 
High Point Airport Authority, the 
Carolina By-Products Co., Inc., the 
Virginia State Corporation Commis- 
sion, the Virginia Division of Acronau- 
tics, the Texas Aeronautics Commis- 
sion, the Norfolk Port and Industriai 
Authority, the Airport Director, Ra- 
leigh/Durham Airport Authority, the 
Airport Managers, Byrd International 
Airport and Roanoke Municipal Air- 
port, the cities of Dallas and Fort 
Worth, the Dallas Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Mayors of Knoxville, Bris- 
tol (Virginia), Roanoke, Winston- 
Salem, Greensboro, Fayetteville, Rich- 
mond, Dallas, Fort Worth, and the 
governors of the States of North Caro- 
lina, New York, Virginia, and Texas. 

We shall publish this order in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board.” 
PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-27180 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6320-071] 
{Ordered 78-9-94; Docket 33359] 
TEXAS INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES, INC. 


Order Providing for Further Proceedings Under - 


Subpart M 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, 
D.C., on the 20th day of September 
1978. 


On September 6, 1978, Texas Inter- 
national Airways filed an application, 
pursuant to Subpart M of the Board’s 
Procedural Regulations, for amend- 
ment of its certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity for Route 82 to 
eliminate the stop requirement in con- 
dition (4) for services between Mid- 
land/Odessa, Lubbock, and Amarillo, 
Tex., on the one hand, and Los Ange- 
les, Calif., on the other. 

Continenta! holds nonstop authority 
in the Midland/Odessa market and 
one-stop authority in Lubbock-Los An- 


20 All Members concurred. 


NOTICES 


geles. TWA holds nonstop authority 
between Amarillo and Los Angeles. 
Continental’s and TWA’s nonstop au- 
thority remains unused. However, 
Amarillo and Lubbock receive one-stop 
Los Angeles service from TWA and 
Continental, respectively, and Mid- 
land/Odessa two-stop Los Anageles 
service from Continentai.' 

We find that the application is in 
compliance with and is suitable for 
processing under the provisions of 
Subpart M. Accordingly, we order fur- 
ther proceedings on it under 
$$ 302.1306-1310 of the Board’s Proce- 
dural Regulations. 

Accordingly, 

1. We order that the application of 
Texas International Airlines, Inc. be 
set for further proceedings pursuant 
to §§ 302.1306-1310 of the Board's Pro- 
cedural Regulations; and 

2. We will se-ve a copy of this order 
on all parties served by Texas Interna- 
ticnal in its application. 

We shall publish this order in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board: * 


PHYLLIS T. KayYLor, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc, 78-27179 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


(6320-01) 
{Order 72-93-89; Docket 32873] 
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. 
Order To Show Cause 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, 
D.C., on the 29th day of September 
1978. 

On June 16, 1978, American filed an 
application and motion for hearing to 
amend its certificate for Route 4 so as 
to add a new segment authorizing non- 
stop service between Reno, Nevada, 
and Chicago, Ill. It proposes to operate 
three daily round trips in the Reno- 
Chicago market, each of which would 
be an extension of an existing flight 
(Boston-Detroit-Chicago, New York- 
Chicago, and Washington-Chicago). In 
support of its application, American 
alleges that the Reno-Chicago/East 
markets are underdeveloped compared 
to Las Vegas and Palm Springs; Reno 
has become a de facto monopoly point 
for United; that the market requires 
and can support another carrier; that 
American will also offer first single- 
plane service in the Reno-Detroit/ 
Washington markets and improved 

‘Continental also provides one one-stop 
and one three-stop, one-way flight in the 
Midland-Odessa market. 

2In the event no person files an appropri- 
ate pleading in opposition to such applica- 
tion which requests a public hearing, the 
Board may grant said application without 
further notice or hearing. 

* All Members concurred. 


service in the Reno-New York/Boston 
markets; that the broad range of its 
fares, including a Super Saver fare 
specifically modified for this market, 
would be available to Reno travelers 
for the first time; and that its proposal 
would result in a net operating profit 
of over $1 million, with diversion ‘in- 
sufficient to impair United’s certifi- 
cate obligations. 

An answer in support of American’s 
motion was filed by the Reno parties 
(the City of Reno and the Greater 
Reno Chamber of Commerce). No an- 
swers were filed in opposition. 

We have tentatively concluded, on 
the basis of the findings below, that 
the public convenience and necessity 
require the amendment of American’s 
certificate for Route 4 so as to autho- 
rize nonstop Reno-Chicago service. We 
also tentatively find that American is 
fit, willing and able properly to per- 
form the air transportation it proposes 
and to conform to the provisions of 
the Act and the Board’s rules, and 
that, based on the environmenta!) eval- 
uation submitted by American, our 
proposed action would not be a major 
Federai action significantly affecting 
the quality of the environment within 
the meaning of section 102(2)(C) of 
the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. ~ 

American’s application falls within 
the class of cases that can be handled 
by show-cause procedures, because of 
the absence of any materia! issue of 
law, fact or policy requiring resolution 
in a formal evidentiary proceeding 
before an administrative law judge, as 
described in the recent Piedmont 
Boston entry proposal.' 

We find that the implementation of 
a service proposal such as American’s 
would benefit the traveling public in 
this market by introducing the spur of 
competition and making certain low 
fares available to Reno passengers for 
the first time. The carrier estimates 
that the net operating profit of its 
proposed service will be over $1 million 
in the first year of service.? We need 
not find that its precise proposal here, 
or any other specific service pattern, 
can in fact be profitably operated. If 
the proposal or a variation can be op- 
erated on a profitable basis service is 
likely to be provided, and we are per- 
suaded that this has been plausibly 
shown here. However, even if the serv- 
ice is or becomes unprofitable the car- 
rier is free, under permissive authori- 
ty, to cease serving the markets. We 


‘Order 78-4-69, April 14, 1978. 

2Motion of American Airlines for expedit- 
ed hearing, Exhibit AA-401: As noted in 
Order 78-4-69, our conclusion that Ameri- 
can has made a plausible showing that serv- 
ice can be profitably provided is not an ele- 
ment of our tentative findings of public con- 
venience and necessity, but rather of our de- 
termination to give this application priority 
of processing. 
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are satisfied that nothing developed in 
an oral evidentiary hearing would re- 
verse this conclusion. Furthermore, as 
in the Piedmont Boston case, we find 
that the grant of this authority will 
not threaten the ability of any carrier 
to perform its certificate obligatigns. 

Interested persons will be givpn 30 
days following the date of serv;ce of 
this order to show cause why jthese 
tentative findings and conclusions 
should not be made final. We expect 
that objections will be supported by 
detailed economic or legal arguni ents. 
If an oral evidentiary hearing | com- 
plete with the opportunity for ¢ross- 
examination is requested, the objector 
should state, in detail, why such a 
hearing is necessary and what relevant 
and material facts the objector would 
expect to establish through such a 
hearing that cannot be established in 
written pleadings. General, vague, or 
unsupported objections will not b » en- 
tertained. \ 

Accordingly, 

1. We direct all interested persons to 
show cause why the Board should not 
issue an order making final the tenta- 
tive findings and conclusions stated 
here and amending American’s certifi- 
cate for Route 4 as to add a new ség- 
ment authorizing the nonstop sched- 
uled air transportation of persons, 
property and mail between the termi- 
nal point Reno, Nev., and the terminal 
point Chicago, II1.; 

2. We require any interested persond 
having objections to the issuance of 
order making final the proposed find- 
ings, conclusions, and _ certificate 
amendments no later than October 23, 
1978, to file with the Board and serve 
upon all persons listed in paragraph 5 
a statement of objections together 
with a summary of testimony, statisti- 
cal data, and evidence expected to be 
relied upon to support its objections; 
answers to objections shall be filed 10 
days after; 

3. If timely and properly supported 
objections are filed, we will accord full 
consideration to the matters or issues 
raised before further action is taken: * 

4. If no one files objections to any 
part of this order, we will consider all 
further procedural steps relating to 
such part or parts waived, and the case 
submitted to us for further action; 

5. We will serve a copy of this order 
upon all persons named in the service 
list of Docket 32873. 

We shall publish this order in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board.‘ 


PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27178 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


3Since provision is made for filing objec- 
tions, we will not entertain petitions for re- 
consideration. 

«All Members concurred. 
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NOTICES 


[3510-07] 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Bureau of the Census 


CENSUS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
AGRICULTURE STATISTICS 


Notice of Public Meeting 


Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C. 
APP. (1976), notice is hereby given 
that the Census Advisory Committee 
on Agriculture Statistics will convene 
on October 19, 1978, at 9:15 a.m. The 
Committee will meet in Room 2424, 
Federal Building 3 at the Bureau of 
the Census in Suitland, Md. 

This Committee was established in 
1962 to advise the Director, Bureau of 
the Census, concerning the kind of in- 
formation that should be obtained 
from agricultural respondents; to pre- 
pare recommendations regarding the 
contents of agricultural reports; and to 
present the views and needs for data 
of major agricultural organizations 
and their members, and other suppli- 
ers and users of agricultural statistics. 

The Committee is composed of 20 
members appointed by the presidents 
of the nonprofit organizations having 
representatives on the Committee, and 
a representative from the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

The agenda for the meeting, which 
is scheduled to adjourn at 4:15 p.m., is: 
(1) Introductory remarks by the Direc- 
tor of the Census Bureau; (2) OMB 
and congressional action, including in- 
terest in foreign ownership; (3) status 
of preparation for mailing the 1978 
Census of Agriculture; (4) publicity 
programs; (5) status of area sample 
survey; (6) processing plans for the 
1978 census; (7) tabulation plans; (8) 
coverage plans; (9) review of follow-on 
survey requests; and (10) Committee 
recommendations, election of 1978-79 
chairperson, and plans for the next 
meeting. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public, and a brief period will be set 
aside for public comment and ques- 
tions. Extensive questions or state- 
ments must be submitted in writing to 
the Committee Control Officer at 
least 3 days prior to the meeting. 

Persons planning to attend and 
wishing additional information con- 
cerning this meeting or who wish to 
submit written statements may con- 
tact the Committee Control Officer, 
Mr. Orvin L. Wilhite, Chief, Agricul- 
ture Division, Bureau of the Census, 
Room 3015, Federal Building 4, Suit- 
land, Md. (Mail address: Washington, 
D.C. 20233). Telephone: 301-763-5230. 
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Dated: September 21, 1978. 


MANUEL D. PLOTKIN, 
Director, 
Bureau of the Census. 
{FR Doc. 78-27105 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
Industry and Trade Administration 


DEPARTMENT.OF AGRICULTURE—PASADENA, 
CALIF. 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00205. Applicant: U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, SEA— 
Fruit and Vegetable Chemistry Labo- 
ratory, 263 South Chester Avenue, 
Pasadena, Calif. 91106. Article: Mass 
Spectrometer, Model MM 70/70F (127 
mm radius double focusing duel elec- 
tron impact-chemical ionization). Man- 
ufacturer: VG-Micromass, Ltd., United 
Kingdom. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used for the 
study of natural products from plant 
or microbial sources, or chemically 
modified products from these sources. 
The three main areas of research are: - 
(1) Studies of the composition of plant 
materials and determination of the 
structures and quantities of the indi- 
vidual constituents, (2) studies of the 
structure-biological activity relations 
of plant. constituents with emphasis on 
bitter or sweet taste responses, 
enzyme-substrate interactions, and 
bioregulatory responses of natural and 
synthetic effector molecules, and (3) 
studies of the biosynthesis, metabo- 
lism, and regulation of plant constitu- 
ents to improve crop quality and yield. 
Experiments will be conducted to de- 
termine the chemical structure of 
these materials, and/or the relative or 
absolute amounts of the materials 
present in mixtures. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
domestic manufacturer was both able 
and willing to manufacture an instru- 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scien- 
tific value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as the foreign article is 
intended to be used, and have it availa- 
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ble to the applicant without unreason- 
able delay in accordance with subsec- 
tion 301.11(c) of the regulations, at 
the time the foreign article was or- 
dered (September 29, 1977). 

Reasons: A request for quota (RFQ) 
including a comprehensive list of the 
applicant’s technical requirements in a 
mass spectrometer was sent to domes- 
tic manufacturers of instruments com- 
parable to the foreign article. Finni- 
gan Corp. bid on these requirements 
offering its Model 4000 but was not 
able to provide the requirement for 
high sensitivity at molecular weights 
in the vicinity of 1300. Due to the lack 
of high sensitivity which the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare deemed pertinent in its memoran- 
dum dated August 10, 1978, we find 
that the Model 4000 was not of equiva- 
lent scientific value to the foreign arti- 
cle at the time of order. Other domes- 
tic manufacturers indicated to the ap- 
plicant that they would not bid on the 
RFQ. Mass spectrometers fall in the 
category of instruments that are pro- 
duced on order. As to the domestic 
availability to such instruments the 
regulations provide: A 
In determining whether a U.S. manufactur- 
er is able and willing to produce a produced 
or order, or custom-made instrument, appa- 
ratus, or accessory * * * the Deputy Assist- 
ant Secretary shall take into account the 
normal commercial practices applicable to 
the production and delivery of instruments, 


apparatus, or accessories of the same gener- 
al category. (Italics added). 


The regulations require that domes- 
tic manufacturers be both “able and 
willing’ to produce an instrument for 
the purpose of comparison with the 
foreign article. Where an applicant, as 
in this case, extends in good faith a 
RFQ to domestic manufacturers and 
each manufacturer indicates that it 
does not intend to bid, it is apparent 
that these domestic manufacturers are 
either not “willing” or not “able” to 
produce an instrument of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article. 
Accordingly, the Department of Com- 
merce finds that no domestic manufac- 
turer was both “able and willing” to 
manufacturer a domestic instrument 
of equivalent scientific value to the 
foreign article for such purpose as the 
foreign article is intended to be used 
at the time the foreign article was or- 
dered. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


NOTICES 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 
{FR Doc. 76-27127 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
BROOKHAVEN NATIONAL LABORATORY 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00248. Applicant: 
Brookhaven National Laboratory, 
Medical Department, 30 Bell Avenue, 
Upton, N.Y. 11973. Article: LKB 2128- 
010/Ultrotome IV Ultramicrotome and 
Accessories. Manufacturer: LKB Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article is intended to be 
used for the study of biological materi- 
als, both human and experimental 
animal in a program on Inhalation 
Toxicology. Investigations will include 
ultrastructural studies on normal and 
pathological tissues by histochemical, 
morphometric, autoradiographic and 
X-ray elemental analysis techniques. 
Tissues will originate from experimen- 
tal animals exposed to controlled envi- 
ronments in specially designed inhala- 
tion chambers, as well as human 
pathological cases. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article has a 
cutting speed range of 0.1 to 50 milli- 
meters/second (mm/sec). The most 
closely comparable domestic instru- 
ment is the Model MT-2B ultramicro- 
tome manufactured by Ivan Sorvall, 
Inc. (Sorvall). The Sorvall Model MT- 
2B ultramicrotome has a cutting speed 
range of 0.09 to 3.2 mm/sec. We are 
advised by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare in its memo- 
randum dated August 10, 1978 -that: 
(1) Cutting speeds in the excess of 4 


mm/sec. are pertinent to the appli- 
cant’s research studies and (2) the do- 
mestic instrument does not provide 
the pertinent feature. We, therefore, 
find that the Model MT-2B ultrami- 
crotome is not of equivalent scientific 
value to the foreign article for such 
purposes as this article is intended to 
be used. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEpPa, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 
(FR Doc. 78-27128 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 


CHARLES S. WILSON MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 


Consolidated Decision on Application for Duty- 
Free Entry of Ultramicrotomes 


The following is a consolidated deci- 
sion on applications for duty-free 
entry of ultramicrotomes pursuant to 
section 6(c) of the Educational, Scien- 
tific, and Cultural Materials Importa- 
tion Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 
Stat. 897) and the regulations issued 
thereunder as amended (15 CFR 301). 
(See especially § 301.11(e).) 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this con- 
solidated decision is available for 
public review between 8:30 .a.m. and 5 
p.m. in room 6886C, Department of 
Commerce Building, 14th and Consti- 
tution Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20230. 

Docket No. 17178-00253. Applicant: 
Charles S. Wilson Memorial Hospital, 
33-57 Harrison Street, Johnson City, 
N.Y. 13790. Article: LKB 2128-010/UI- 
trotome IV Ultramicrotome and Acces- 
sories. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used to 
section animal and human tissues and 
plant materials which have been em- 
bedded in plastic resins. These materi- 
als will vary in density and fragility. 
Biopsy materials will be studied, in- 
cluding kidney, skin, neoplastic tumors 
and hematologic specimens with the 
resulting observations and diagnosis 
used in clinical research. Also, investi- 
gational studies are planned involving 
ultrastructural immunohistochemistry 
of animal tissues, primarily kidney. An 
attempt will be made to identify some 
of the constituents in “immune com- 
plex’”’ deposits in damaged vessels and 
renal glomeruli. In addition, the arti- 
cle will be used in informal training of 
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residents in pathology; i.e., to familiar- 
‘ize the physicians in the preparation 
of specimens, use of the microscope 
and interpretation of findings. Appli- 
cation received by Commissioner of 
Customs: June 2, 1978. Advice submit- 
ted by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare on: August 24, 
1978. 

Docket No. 78-00271. Applicant: Lou- 
isiana State University and Agricul- 
ture and Mechanical College, Baton 
Rouge, La. 70803. Article: LKB 2128- 
010/Ultrotome IV Ultramicrotome and 
accessories. Manufacturer: LKB Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article is intended to be 
used to section biological materials (in- 
cluding animal, bacteria, virus, para- 
site, and fungal specimens) for ultra- 
structural study to reveal the patho- 
genics and pathology involved in 
animal cells during infectious or meta- 
bolic disorders. Investigation of the ul- 
trastructure of infectious agents for 
identification of viral agents and for 
determining virulence or replication 
properties will be conducted. In addi- 
tion, the article will be used in gradu- 
ate courses entitled, ‘‘Ultrastructure’”’ 
and “Cytochemistry” to train gradu- 
ate students in the use and application 
of electron miscroscopy and train var- 
ious faculty researchers to use the 
electron microscope in solving individ- 
ual research problems. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
June 12, 1978. Advice submitted by the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare on: August 24, 1978. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the 
foregoing applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: Each of the foreign articles 
provides a range of cutting speeds 0.1 
to 50 millimeters per second. The most 
closely comparable domestic instru- 
ment is the Model MT-2B ultramicro- 
tome which is manufactured by Ivan 
Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). The Model MT- 
2B has a range of cutting speeds from 
0.09 to 3.2 millimeters per second. The 
conditions for obtaining high-quality 
sections are that are uniform in thick- 
ness, depend to a large extent on the 
hardness, consistency, toughness, and 
other properties of the specimen mate- 
rials, the properties of the embedding 
materials, and geometry of the block. 
In connection with a prior application 
(Docket No. 69-00665-33-46500), which 
relates to the duty-free entry of an. ar- 
ticle that is identical to those to which 
the foregoing applications relate, the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare (HEW) advised that “Smooth 
cuts are obtained when the speed of 
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cutting (among such [other] factors as 
knife edge condition and angle), is ad- 
justed to the characteristics of the ma- 
terial being sectioned. The range of 
cutting speeds and a capability for the 
higher cutting speeds is, therefore, a 
pertinent characteristic of the ultra- 
microtome to be used for sectioning 
materials that experience has shown 
difficult to section.’”’ In connection 
with another prior application (Docket 
No. 70-00077-33-46500) which also re- 
lates to an article that is identical to 
those described above, HEW advised 
that “ultrathin sectioning of a variety 
of tissues having a wide range in densi- 
ty, hardness, etc.’”’ requires a maxi- 
mum range in cutting speed and, fur- 
ther, that the “production of ultrathin 
serial sections of specimens that have 


-a great variation in physical properties 


is very difficult.” Accordingly, HEW 
advises in its respectively cited memo- 
randa, that cutting speeds in excess of 
4 millimeters per second are pertinent 
to the satisfactory sectioning of the 
specimen materials and the relevant 
embedding materials that will be used 
by the applicants in their respective 
experiments. 

For these reasons, we find that the 
Sorvall Model MT-2B ultramicrotome 
is not of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign articles to which the fore- 
going applications relate, for such pur- 
poses as these articles are intended to 
be used. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
any of the foreign articles to which 
the foregoing applications relate, for 
such purposes as these articles are in- 
tended to be used, which is being man- 
ufactured in the United States. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 
[FR Doc. 78-27129 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 


FREDERICK CANCER RESEARCH CENTER 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and cultur- 
al Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
Room 6886C, Department of Com- 
merce Building, at 14th and Constitu- 
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tion Avenue NW., Washington, : D.C. 
20230. 

Docket No. 78-00228. Applicant: 
Frederick Cancer Research Center, 
P.O. Box B, Frederick, Md. 21701. Ar- 
ticle: MM/ZABIB Ultra-High Resolu- 
tion Electron Impact Ionization Mass 
Spectrometer with Reversed Geome- 
try and Accessories. Manufacturer: VG 
Micromass, United Kingdom. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended 
to be used for precise mass spectrome- 
tric analysis of a wide range of sub- 
stances obtained or produced by the 
very varied interdisciplinary carcino- 
genesis research programs. These will 
include: (1) High molecular weight po- 
tential antitumor compounds related 
to various antibiotics; (2) products 
formed by the interaction of carcino- 
genic polycyclic aromatic hydrocar- 
bons (and/or metabolic derivatives) 
with components of DNA and RNA; 
(3) metabolites of bile acids, sterols, 
and aromatic amines which may affect 
tumor development; (4) metabolites 
and hydroxy derivatives of the car- 
cinogen 17,12-dimethylbenz(a)anthra- 
cene; (5) polar antitumor drugs and 
metabolites; (5a) hormones and small 
peptides which may serve as tumor 
markers; (6) synthetic compounds (po- 
lycyclic aromatics, steroids, nitrosa- 
mines, etc.) prepared for use as re- 
search tools; (7) metabolites of nitrosa- 
mines; (8) alkylated purines and pyri- 
midines resulting from reactions with 
carcinogenic nitrosamines, triazenes, 
tetrazenes, etc.; (9) components of 
complex mixtures resulting from 
chemical studies on nitrosamine pre- 
cursors. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: the foreign article provides 
a reversed geometry with the capabili- 
ty of high resolution (70,000 at 10 per- 
cent valley), in the electron impact 
mode of operation. The Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare ad- 
vises in its memorandum dated August 
10, 1978 that (1) the capability of the 
foreign article described above is perti- 
nent to the applicant’s intended pur- 
pose and (2) it knows of no domestic 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article 
for the applicant’s intended use. 


The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus 
of equivalent scientific value to the 
foreign article, for such purposes as 
this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 


{FR Doc. 78-27130 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 


NATIONAL CANCER INSTITUTE—NATIONAL 
INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
Room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00243. Applicant: Na- 
tional Cancer Institute—National In- 
stitutes of Health, 9000 Rockville Pike, 
Bethesda, Md. 20014. Article: LKB 
2128-010/Ultrotome IV Ultramicro- 
tome and Accessories. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended 
to be used for the study of animal and 
human specimens in the following in- 
vestigations: (1) Ultrastructural stud- 
ies on viruses normal and pathologic 
human and animal tissues, (2) cyto 
and histochemical studies on virus and 
subcellular organelle localization in 
cells and tissues, (3) membrane inter- 
actions at host-virus interfaces, and (4) 
subcellular changes in cells induced by 
infection with viruses. The objective of 
these studies is to further basic knowl- 
edge on virus, cell and tissue ultras- 
tructure and to reveal, at the ultras- 
tructural level, the localization and 
distribution of cancer viruses in cells 
and tissues under normal, experimen- 
tal and pathological conditions. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article has a 
cutting speed range of 0.1 to 50 milli- 
meters/second (mm/sec). The most 
closely comparable domestic instru- 
ment is the Model MT-2B ultramicro- 
tome manufactured by Ivan Sorvall, 
Inc. (Sorvall). The Sorvall Model MT- 
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2B ultramicrotome has a cutting speed 
range of 0.09 to 3.2 mm/sec. We are 
advised by the National Bureau of 
Standards (NBS) in its memorandum 
dated August 25, 1978 that (1) cutting 
speeds in the excess of 4 mm/sec. are 
pertinent to the applicant’s research 
studies and (2) the domestic instru- 
ment does not provide the pertinent 
feature. We, therefore, find that the 
Model MT-2B ultramicrotome is not 
of equivalent scientific value to the 
foreign article for such purposes as 
this article is intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory, 
Import Programs Staff. 


{FR Doc. 78-27131 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 


NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY 
OBSERVATORY, TUCSON, ARIZ. 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). . 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
Room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00178. Applicant: Na- 
tional Radio Astronomy Observatory 
Associated Universities Inc., 2010 
North Forbes Boulevard, Suite 100, 
Tucson, Ariz. 85705. Article: Klystron, 
Model VRB2113A30. Manufacturer: 
Varian Associates of Canada Ltd., 
Canada. Intended use of article: The 
article is indended to be used as a 
phase-locked local oscillator in a milli- 
meter wave radio astronomy receiver 
which is used in conjunction with a 
microwave antenna to measure the in- 
tensity, polarization, frequency and di- 
rection of cosmic radiation. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 


for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article pro- 
vides a 105 to 111 gigahertz frequency 
range. The National Bureau of Stand- 
ards (NBS) advises in its memorandum 
dated August 23, 1978 that (1) the ca- 
pability of the article described above 
is pertinent to the applicant’s research 
purposes and (2) it knows of no domes- 
tic instrument of equivalent scientific 
value to the foreign article for the ap- 
plicant’s intended use. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Program Staff. 
{FR Doc. 78-27132 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 


Consolidated Decision on Applications for 
Duty-Free Entry of Ultramicrotomes 


The following is a consolidated deci- 
sion on applications for duty-free 
entry of ultramicrotomes pursuant to 
section 6(c) of the Educational, Scien- 
tific, and Cultural Materials Importa- 
tion Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 
Stat. 897) and the regulations issued 
thereunder as amended (15 CFR 301). 
(See especially section 301.11(e).) 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this con- 
solidated decision is available for 
public review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 
p.m. in Room 6886C of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce Building, at 14th 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00250. Applicant: Uni- 
versity of California, Purchasing De- 
partment, 1156 High Street, Santa 
Cruz, Calif. 95064. Article: LKB 8800A 
Ultrotome III Ultramicrotome and Ac- 
cessories. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used for ul- 
trathin sectioning of tissues in the fol- 
lowing varied research: 

(1) Biochemical isolation of the or- 
ganelles of the glyoxylate cycle in 
seeding tissues. 

(2) Investigation of the effect of dif- 
ferent fixation techniques on bacterial 
mesosome morphology. 

(3) A study of the cellular basis for 
the hormone—dependent transport 
process. 

(4) A study of the development of 
lower plants. ss 
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(5) A study of the structure, func- 
tion and maintenance of visual photo- 
receptor membranes. 

(6) A comparative ultrastructural 
study of the juvenile and adult cuticle, 
as well as wild type and mutant 
strains. 

‘7) Ultrastructural studies of pit con- 
nections; algal host a parasites, the 
method of spore attachment to var- 
ious substrates. 

(8) A study of the developmental ge- 
netics of Drosophila. 

The article will also be used for edu- 
cational purposes in the courses: Biol- 
ogy 246L, Biology 299 and Chemistry 
299. Application received by Commis- 
sioner of Customs: May 30, 1978. 
Advice submitted by the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare on: 
August 24, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00265. Applicant: The 
University of Texas Health Science 
Center at San Antonio, 7703 Floyd 
Curl Drive, San Antonio, Tex. 78284. 
Article: LKB 8800A Ultrotome III U}- 
tramicrotome and accessories. Manu- 
facturer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. 
Intended use of article: The article is 
intended to be used for investigations 
of a variety of tissue types; e.g., the 
functionally normal piloid clonal cells 
of the anterior pituitary of the rat in 
culture; clonal tumor cells of the an- 
terior pituitary of the rat; clonal cell 
transplanted into the hypothalamus 
or under the kidney capsule of the 
host animal. In addition, monolayer 
cells or implanted clonal cells fixed in 
glutaraldehyde or osmium will be 
studied. Ultrathin sections will be used 
to study the effects of various kinds of 
drugs or hormones on clonal cells in 
vitro. Experimentally induced tumor 
will also be investigated using ultra- 
structural cytochemical techniques. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: June 8, 1978. Advice sub- 
mitted by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare on: August 24, 
1978. 

Docket No. 78-00273. Applicant: Uni- 
versity of Maryland School of Medi- 
cine, 655 West Baltimore Street, Balti- 
more, Md. 21201. Article: LKB 8800A 
Ulitrotome III Ultramicrotome and ac- 
cessories. Manufacturer: LKB  Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article is intended to be 
used to prepare specimens of neural 
tissues in several nonmammalian and 
mammalian vertebrate species for ex- 
amination at the ultrastructural level. 
These ultrastructural studies will 
entail analyses of CNS tissue following 
experimental neuronal injury in am- 
phibians and mammals using conven- 
tional thin section and specialized cy- 
tochemical and autoradiographic tech- 
niques. Emphasis will be focused upon 
pathological changes in the spinal 
cord following transection in mammals 
and a comparative examination of cel- 
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lular dynamics during successful re- 
generation following cord interruption 
in lower vertebrates. The article will 
also be used in the training of gradu- 
ate students involved in the above re- 
search. Application received by Com- 
missioner of Customs: June 13, 1978. 
Advice submitted by the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare on: 
August 24, 1978. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the 
foregoing applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: Each of the foreign articles 
provides a range of cutting speeds 0.1 
to 20 millimeters per second. The most 
closely comparable domestic instru- 
ment is the Model MT-2B ultramicro- 
tome which is manufactured by Ivan 
Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). The Model MT- 
2B has a range of cutting speeds from 
0.09 to 3.2 millimeters per second. The 
conditions for obtaining high-quality 
sections that are uniform in thickness, 
depend to a large extent on the hard- 
ness, consistency, toughness and other 
properties of the specimen materials, 
the properties of the embedding mate- 
rials, and geometry of the biock. In 
connection with a prior application 
(Docket No. 69-00665-33-46500), which 
relates to the duty-free entry of an ar- 
ticle that is identical to those to which 
the foregoing applications relate, the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare (HEW) advised that “Smooth 
cuts are obtained when the speed of 
cutting, (among such [other] factors 
as knife edge condition and angle), is 
adjusted to the characteristics of the 
material being sectioned. The range of 
cutting speeds and a capability for the 
higher cutting speeds is, therefore, a 
pertinent characteristic of the ultra- 
microtome to be used for sectioning 
materials that experience has shown 
difficult to section.” In connection 
with another prior application (Docket 
No. 70-00077-33-46500) which also re- 
lates to an article that is identical to 
those described above, HEW advised 
that ‘ultrathin sectioning of a variety 
of tissues having a wide range in densi- 
ty, hardness, ete.” requires a maxi- 
mum range in cutting speed and, fur- 
ther, that the “production of ultrathin 
serial sections of specimens that have 
a great variation in physical properties 
is very difficult.” Accordingly, HEW 
advises in its respectively cited memo- 
randa, that cutting speeds in excess of 
4 millimeters per second are pertinent 
to the satisfactory sectioning of the 
specimen materials and the relevant 
embedding materials that will be used 
by the applicants in their respective 
experiments. 
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For these reasons, we find that the 
Sorvall Model MT-2B ultramicrotome 
is not of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign articles to which the fore- 
going applications relate, for such pur- 
poses as these articles are intended to 
be used. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
any of the foreign articles to which 
the foregoing applications relate, for 
such purposes as these articles are in- 
tended to be used, which is being man- 
ufactured in the United States. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 


Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEppPa, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 
{FR Doc. 78-27133 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SAN FRANCISCO 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
Room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00219. Applicant: Uni- 
versity of California, San Francisco, 
Department of Biochemistry and Bio- 
physics, Third and Parnassus, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94143. Article: Axio- 
mat Light Microscope and Accessories. 
Manufacturer: Carl Zeiss, West Ger- 
many. Intended use of Article: The ar- 
ticle is intended to be used for the fol- 
lowing varied research projects: 

(1) The study of the three-dimen- 
sional foldering pattern of polytene 
chromosomes in intact salivary glands, 

(2) Structural study of polytene 
bands and interbands, 

(3) Structural studies of the diploid 
interphase chromosomes, 

(4) Genetic characterization of a ho- 
meotic locus of Drosophila melanogas- 
ter, engrailed (2-260), 

(5) Cytological assay to permit the 
isolation and characterization of the 
enzymes and regulatory elements in- 
volved in the regulation of gene ex- 
pression, 

(6) Elegant tissue grafting experi- 
ments in insects, and 
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(7) Identification of the molecules 
and sequence of the molecules and se- 
quence of events required for synapse 
formation between neurons and target 
cells. 

The article will also be used in a 
course in optical microscopy to teach 
graduate students and post doctoral 
fellows the theoretical and practice as- 
pects of this area of research especial- 
ly as it applies to the technique that 
can be used with this microscope. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article pro- 
vides structural stability sufficient to 
take a 4 minute picture with no focus 
or vibration change. The Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare ad- 
vises in its memorandum dated August 
10, 1978 that (1) the capability of the 
foreign article described above is perti- 
nent to the applicant’s intended pur- 
pose and (2) it knows of no domestic 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article 
for the applicant’s intended use. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 


{FR Doc. 78-27134 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 


Decision on Application For Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
Room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00232. Applicant: The 
University of Chicago, 5801 S. Ellis 
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Ave., Chicago, Ill. 60637. Article: 12kW 
Ru-200H High Brilliance Rotating 
Anode X-Ray Generator with Accesso- 
ries. Manufacturer: Rigaku, Japan. In- 
tended Use of Article: The article is in- 
tended to be used in studies of the X- 
ray properties of molecular-sieve zeo- 
lits and amorphous semiconductors in 
an attempt to understand the chemi- 
cal forces between the atom. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. Reasons: 
The foreign article provides a focused 
spot of minimal size (0.1 mm x 1 mm) 
and a rotating target for maximum X- 
ray beam intensity. The National 
Bureau of Standards (NBS) advised in 
its memorandum dated August 11, 
1978 that the capabilities described 
above are pertinent to the purposes 
for which the article is intended to be 
used. NBS also advised that it knows 
of no domestic instrument of equiva- 
lent scientific value to the foreign arti- 
cle for such purposes as the article is 
intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 
{FR Doc. 78-27135 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 


UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA AT 
WILMINGTON 


Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00215. Applicant: Uni- 
versity of North Carolina at Wilming- 


ton, P.O. Box 3725, Azalea Station, 
Wilmington, N.C. 28406. Article: CD-4 
Parkinson-Cowan Dry Gasometer and 
Accessories. Manufacturer: Barchard 
Engineering Ltd., Canada. Intended 
use of Article: The article is intended 
to be used for educational purposes in 
the course PED 316 Exercise Physiol- 
ogy which is concerned with human 
physiological response to exercise and 
training. The article will also be used 
for PED 416, Advanced Exercise 
Physiology as well as in various re- 
search projects involving measure- 
ment of exercise metabolism. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, could have been 
made available to the applicant with- 
out excessive delay within the mean- 
ing of subsection 301.11(c) of the regu- 
lations at the time the foreign article 
was ordered (February 4, 1977). 

Reasons: Excessive delivery time is 
described in subsection 301.11(c) of the 
regulations as follows: 


Excessive delivery time. Duty-free entry 
of the article shall be considered justified 
without regard to whether there is being 
manufactured in the United States an in- 
strument, apparatus, or accessory of equiva- 
lent scientific value for the purposes de- 
scribed. In response to question 7 of the ap- 
plication form, if the delay in obtaining 
such domestic instrument, apparatus, or ac- 
cessory (as indicated by the difference be- 
tween the delivery time quoted by domestic 
manufacturer and foreign manufacturer) 
will seriously impair the accomplishment of* 
the purposes. In determining whether the 
difference in delivery times is excessive, the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary shall take into 
account the relevancy of the applicant’s 
program to other research programs with 
respect to timing, the applicant’s need to 
have such instrument, apparatus, or acces- 
sory available at the scheduled time for the 
course in which the article is intended to be 
used, and other relevant circumstances. 


The applicant needed the article as a 
replacement for an indentical device 
which broke down in the middle of a 
semester. Only the manufacturer of 
the foreign article agreed to provide 
the replacement in time to benefit the 
applicant’s students. 

Accordingly, we find that the differ- 
ence between the delivery time of the 
foreign article and the comparable do- 
mestic instrument to be excessive 
within the meaning of subsection 
301.11(c) as it would seriously impair 
the accomplishment of the applicant’s 
purpose at the time the foreign article 
was ordered. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
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which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Porgram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPaA, 
Director, 
Statutory Import Programs Staff 
(FR Doc. 78-27136 Filed 9-25-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
VA. INSTITUTE OF MARINE SCIENCE 


Notice of Decision on Application for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in 
Room 6886C of the Department of 
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 78-00251. Applicant: Vir- 
ginia Institute of Marine Science, 
Route 17, Gloucester Point, Va. 23062. 
Article: Turbidity Monitor Marine 
Sensor. Manufacturer: Spectrum Elec- 
tric Ltd., Canada. Intended Use of Ar- 
ticle: The article is intended to be used 
for measuring the suspended sediment 
of. thick fluid mud on the floor of estu- 
aries and rivers which is discharged 
from dredge pipes. An experiment will 
be conducted to determine the extent, 
thickness and rate of movement of the 
fluid mud which is detrimental to ecol- 
ogy. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica- 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. Reasons: 
The application relates to a compati- 
ble accessory for an instrument that 
had been previously imported for the 
use of the applicant institution. The 
article can measure a concentration of 
1,000 parts per million. The article is 
being furnished by the manufacturer 
which produced the instrument with 
which the article is intended to be 
used and is pertinent to the appli- 
cant’s purposes. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no similar accessory being 
manufactured in the United States, 
which is interchangeable with or can 
be readily adapted to the instrument 
with which the foreign article is in- 


NOTICES 


tended to be used and can measure 
1,000 parts per million. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 


Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPa, 
Director 
Statutory Import Programs Staff. 


(FR Doc. 78-27137 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION HOSPITAL 


Consolidated Decision on Applications Duty 
Free Entry of Electron Microscopes 


The following is a consolidated deci- 
sion on applications for duty-free 
entry of electron microscopes pursu- 
ant to section 6(c) of the Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Materials Im- 
portation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 
80 Stat. 897) and the regulations 
issued thereunder as amended (15 
CFR 301). (See especially section 
301.11(e).) 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this con- 
solidated decision is available for 
public review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 
p.m. in Room 6886C of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce Building, at 14th 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20230. : 

Docket No. 78-00323. Applicant: Vet- 
erans Administration Hospital, De- 
partment of Pathology, 130 West 
Kingsbridge Road, Bronx, N.Y. 10468. 
Article: Electron Microscope, Model 
EM 400 HMG, Scanning Attachment, 
and other Accessories. Manufacturer: 
Philips Electronics Instruments NVD, 
The Netherlands. Intended Use of Ar- 
ticle: The article is intended to be used 
for the examination and investigation 
of biological materials related primar- 
ily to effects of disease or experimen- 
tal conditions on living system. Experi- 
ments to be conducted will include: 

(a) Studies of viral infestation as 
possible etiological explanations for 
various diseases; 

(b) Examination of the intercalated 
disks which join myocardial cells to 
each other. 

In addition, the article will be used 
to train pathologists and technical 
staff in the area of Scanning and 
Transmission Electron Microscopy. Ar- 


‘ticle Ordered: January 21, 1978. 


Docket No. 78-00328. Applicant: 
Michigan Technological University, 
Houghton, Mich. 49931. Article: Elec- 
tron Microscope, Model JEM 100CX/ 
SEG and accessories. Manufacturer: 
JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended Use of Ar- 
ticle: The article is intended to be used 
for studies of metallic and non-metal- 
lic solids in which the following phe- 
nomena will be studied: 
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(a) Microstructure and local chemis- 
try, e.g., distribution and identification 
of phases; 

(b) Defect arrangements, e.g., dislo- 
cation structures; 

(c) Phase transformations, e.g., 
structure of partially coherent inter- 
faces; 

(d) Crystal structure; 

(e) Physical and chemical identifica- 
tion of particulate matter. The experi- 
ments to be conducted will include: 

(a) Routine bright field-centered 
dark field microscopy for identifica- 
tion of defects and particulate matter. 

(b) G.b analysis of interfacial struc- 
tures. 

(c) Analysis of dislocations and 
cracks formed under microhardness 
identations in ceramic materials. 

(d) Micro-micro diffraction for iden- 
tification of small particles, fine 
second phases, particular matter, and 
defect configuration. 

(e) X-Ray and electron energy loss 
microanalysis of phases and particu- 
late matter. 

The article will also be used in the 
course: MY 442—Electron microscopy 
(theory of operation and image forma- 
tion for transmission and scanning 
electron microscopy with applications 
to the solution of scientific and engi- 
neering problems) and MY 569--Elec- 
tron microscopy in materials science 
(theory of electron-solid interactions 
and the resulting application to elec- 
tron diffraction and image contrast 
theories). ARTICLE ORDERED: Feb- 
ruary 27, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00329. Applicant: Na- 
tional Cancer Institute, Baltimore 
Cancer Research Center, 3100 Wyman 
Park Drive, Baltimore, Md. 21211. Ar- 
ticle: Electron microscope, Model 
JEM-100CX and accessories. Manufac- 
turer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended Use 


_of Article: The article is intended to be 


used in a research capacity to continue 
studies of subcellular aspects of differ- 
entiation, neoplastic transformation of 
hematopoietic cells and the response 
of malignant and normal cells to che- 
motherapuetic agents. Etiologic fac- 
tors of human hematopoietic dyscra- 
sias and animal model systems of such 
diseases are also under investigation. 
Of particular importance is the search 
for and identification of virus like 
structures in human material. The ar- 
ticle will also be used to study struc- 
tural alterations in cellular compo- 
nents such as nucleic acid malforma- 
tions (i.e., Chromosomal malforma- 
tions), subcellular particle alterations 
(mitochondrial and microsomal) and 
changes in tissue organization by 
pharmacologic agents or appearing in 
the natural course of a disease. Article 
Ordered: April 8, 1975. 

Docket No. 78-00333. Applicant: St. 
Mary’s Hospital, 200 Jefferson Avenue 
SE., Grand Rapids, Mich. 49503. Arti- 
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cle: Electron microscope, model H-300 
and accessories. Manufacturer: Hita- 
chi, Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used in 
the pathology department for the fol- 
lowing purposes: (1) To identify the 
presence or absence of virus in tissues 
and body fluids; (2) To aid in the diag- 
nosis of specific diseases which cannot 
be categorized by light microscopy, 
e.g., kidney, muscle, nerve, G.I. tract, 
liver, and other degenerative diseases; 
(3) For more definitive classification 
of neoplasms as a guide to therapy; (4) 
For future research projects to be es- 
tablished after the microscope is ac- 
quired. The article will also be used by 
medical students and residents as an 
integral part of their educational ex- 
perience in the pathology department. 
Article ordered: June 15, 1978. 

Docket. No. 78-00334. Applicant: 
Langston University, P.O. Box 550, 
Langston, Okla. 73050. Article: Elec- 
tron microscope, mode! H-300 and ac- 
cessories. Manufacturer: Hitachi Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The ar- 
ticle is intended to be used for re- 
search involving the study on biologi- 
cal specimens such as biopsy and au- 
topsy tissues, plant materials, algae, 
fungi, micro-organisms, and other bio- 
chemical and physical phenomena 
studies. Topography and morphology 
of micro-organisms and plant tissues 
will also be studied. Accumulation and 
degradation of toxic compounds (her- 
bicides, insecticides, etc.), by micro-or- 
ganisms and higher plants will also be 
included in our studies. Article or- 
dered: April 11, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00335. Applicant: Uni- 
versity of Chicago, Operator of Ar- 
gonne National Laboratory, 9700 
South Cass Avenue, Argonne, II. 
70439. Article: Electron microscope, 
model EM-400 with high magnifica- 
tion goniometer and accessories. Man- 
ufacturer: Philips Electronics Instru- 
ments NVD, The Netherlands. Intend- 
ed use of article: The article is intend- 
ed to be used for the identification of 
metals and alloys, particularly nickel, 
aluminum, titanium, copper, their 
alloys, and other metals as well. The 
phenomena to be investigated will in- 
clude primarily radiation damage, void 
microstructures, dislocation loops, cas- 
cades, etc. Other general usage will in- 
clude microstructural analysis of new 
alloys and deformation mechanisms in 
materials. Experiments will be con- 
ducted to obtain a basic understanding 
of damage mechanisms in irradiated 
solids, thus contributing to reduction 
of associated problems in reactor ma- 
terials. Article ordered: May 18, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00342. Applicant: In- 
diana University, Purchasing Depart- 
ment, 1101 East 17th Street, Bloo- 
mington, Ind. 47401. Article: Electron 
Microscope, model H-300 and accesso- 
ries. Manufacturer: Hitachi Perkin- 
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Elmer, Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used to 
investigate the morphology of various 
biological cells and tissues, i.e., rat 
myocardium, gerbil uterus, rattlesnake 
brain, mouse pituitary, chicken pan- 
creas, et cetera. The article will be 
used in graduate level courses and in 
research for graduate students in 
anatomy, physiology, pathology, and 
pharmacology. It will also be used to 
prepare teaching materials for medical 
student courses in histology, neuroan- 
atomy, and pathology. Article ordered: 
June 20, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00348. Applicant: Har- 
vard Medical School, Department of 
Anatomy, 25 Shatuck Street, Boston, 
Mass. 02115. Article: Electron Micro- 
scope, model JEM-100CX and accesso- 
ries. Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. 
Intended use of article: The article is 
intended to be used to update an elec- 
tron microscope facility for research 
involving localization of specific pro- 
teins in cells and tissues by scanning 
and transmission electron microscopy. 
Specific projects to be conducted will 
include the following: (1) The relation 
of collagen and glycosaminoglycans to 
cells and the distribution of matrix 
components in developing tissues 
which are of importance in morpho- 
genetic interactions between embryon- 
ic tissues; (2) Immunolabeling of the 
clycocalyx on Rickettsiae and host 
cells; (3) Localization of macromolecu- 
lar secretagogues on intestinal epithe- 
lial cells; (4) Mobility and topography 
of cell surface glycoproteins; (5) Anti- 
gens on the surface of developing sper- 
matogenic cells; (6) Structural analysis 
of the sperm flagellar axoneme and its 
microtubule components. The article 
will also be used in training postdoc- 
toral research fellows in advanced 
electron microscopy. Article ordered: 
May 11, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00349. Applicant: Har- 
vard University (New Engiand Region- 
al Primate Research Center), One 
Pine Hill Drive, Southboro, Mass. 
01772. Article: Electron microscope, 
model JEM-100S and _ accessories. 
Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. In- 
tended use of article: The article is in- 
tended to be used for studies of bio- 
logical materials, including normal 
and abnormal tissues from nonhuman 
primates as well as a multitude of in- 
fectious agents, especially viruses, iso- 
lated from nonhuman primates. Ex- 
periments will be conducted to use the 
nonhuman primate as a model to 
study specific disease problems of man 
with the hope of gaining a better un- 
derstanding of those problems so as to 
benefit man. These experiments will 
include: 1. Fine structural analysis of 
new viral isolates as a crucial step in 
their identification and characteriza- 
tion; 2. Ultrastructural studies of the 
experimentally induced neoplastic 


and/or transformed cells produced by 
the two primate oncogenic herpeavir- 
uses; 3. Determination of the morpho- 
logical effects of new antiviral drugs 
on viral replication and on infected 
cell cultures treated in vitro; 4. Char- 
acterization of the ultrastructural le- 
sions induced in nonhuman primates 
fed specific experimental diets; 5. 
Characterization of the _ ultrastruc- 
tural features of certain age-related 
brain changes in nonhuman primates 
and compare them to analogous le- 
sions found in aged human brains. In 
addition, the article will be used in the 
conduct of postdoctoral training pro- 
gram in comparative pathology. Arti- 
cle ordered: March 1, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00353. Applicant: 
Southern Illinois University, Center 
for Electron Microscopy, Carbondale, 
Til. 62901. Article: Electron micro- 
scope, model H-500, goniometer stage 
with accessories. Manufacturer: Hita- 
chi, Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for 
the following research purposes: 1. Ex- 
amination of thin sections of the 
fungus Diplodia maydis in corn tissue 
to determine the penetration mecha- 
nism; 2. Thin section examination of 
the mussel, Mytilus edulis treated 
with various agents affecting photoac- 
tivity to study the phenomenon of 
photoreception; 3. Diffraction studies 
of osmium complexes to determine 
structure; 4. High resolution studies of 
negatively stained DNA to determine 
size and shape; 5. Autoradiographic 
studies to localize various. protein 
moieties in the yeast, Saccharomyces; 
6. Identification of various virus prep- 
arations by negative staining to deter- 
mine size and purity; 7. Cellulase local- 
ization in thin sections in various 
fungal pathogens; 8. Lattice structures 
of various crystals; 9. Morphology of 
fossils by replica technique; 10. Exami- 
nation of thin sections of Bacillus bac- 
terial spores to study the germination 
process and various agents affecting it; 
11. Thin section study of the effect of 
osmium complexes on mammalian 
tissue and interferences of its use in 
arthritis; 12. Thin section study of 
amyloid content of fungal spore of 
Zelleromyces; 13. Bacterial typing of 
various species by flagellar location 


_ (shadowed preps); 14. Localization of 


PAS positive substances in fungal plan 
pathogens. In addition, the article will 
be used for educational purposes in 
the course Transmission Electron Mi- 
croscopy for Research in which stu- 
dents are taught how to effectively 
use the article as a research tool and 
various preparation techniques de- 
pending on need. Article ordered: June 
22, 1978. 

Docket No. 78-00354. Applicant: Uni- 
versity of Alabama in Birmingham. 
Department of Pathology, University 
Station, Birmingham, Ala. 35294. Arti- 
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cle: Electron microscope, model EM 
400 with high magnification gonio- 
meter stage and accessories. Manufac- 
turer: Philips Electronics Instruments 
NVD, The Netherlands. Intended use 
of article: The article is intended to be 
used to examine biologic tissues which 
will include normal tissues from ani- 
mals as well as individual organisms 
such as bacteria, parasites, viruses or 
fungi. On rare occasions, tissues of 
nonbiological origin may also be stud- 
ied. Studies will be conducted in order 
to define structural alterations of tis- 
sues and to correlate these with bio- 
chemical and fungal changes in the 
tissue. Specific examples of the re- 
search projects include: (a) Identifica- 
tion of membrane integrity of cardiac 
muscle cells following ischemic cell 
damage in experimental animals; (b) 
Specific cell localization of amino acid 
precursors of protein synthesis in 
hearts made to hypertrophy by var- 
ious different techniques; (c) demon- 
stration of altered membrane perme- 
ability of heart muscle cells using such 
tracers as horse radish peroxidase and 
ferritin; (d) localization of specific cell 
surface antigens using immunological- 
ly labeled antibodies on the surface of 
the cell with ferritin tracers; (e) char- 
acterization of the lipid bilayer mem- 
brane of liposomes specifically con- 
structed to carry various agents within 
the liposome cavity; (f) identification 
of immune complex structures within 
the basement membranes of the 
kidney glomerulus in animals with 
compliment deficient induced glomer- 
ulopathy. The article will also be used 
to train graduate students in the use 
of electron microscopy and to obtain 
and to interpret results obtained using 
this technique. Article ordered: Febru- 
ary 7, 1978. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the 
foregoing applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, was being manu- 
factured in the United States at the 
time the articles were ordered. 

Reasons: Each foreign article to 
which the foregoing applications 
relate is a conventional transmission 
electron microscope (CTEM). The de- 
scription of the intended research 
and/or educational use of each article 
establishes the fact that a comparable 
CTEM is pertinent to the purposes for 
which each is intended to be used. We 
know of no CTEM which was being 
manufactured in the United States 
either at the time of order of each ar- 
ticle described above or at the time of 
receipt of application by the U.S. Cus- 
toms Service. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa- 
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ratus of.eqivalent scientific value to 
any of the foreign articles to which 
the foregoing applications relate, for 
such purposes as these articles are in- 
tended to be used, which was being 
manufactured in the United States 
either at the time of order or at the 
time of receipt of application by the 
U.S. Customs Service. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


RICHARD M. SEPPaA, 
Director, Statutory 
Import Programs Staff. 


{FR Doc. 78-27138 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-03] 


Maritime Administration 


{Docket No. S-621] 
GREAT LAKES-ATLANTIC STEAMSHIP CO. 
Notice of Application 


Notice is hereby given that Great 
Lakes-Atlantic Steamship Co., a Michi- 
gan corporation, has filed an applica- 
tion dated September 1, 1978, with the 
Maritime Subsidy Board pursuant to 
Title VI (46 U.S.C. 1171-1183) of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amend- 
ed, for a 20-year operating-differential 
subsidy contract for operation of ser- 
vices on Trade Area No. 1 (Great 
Lakes-Western Europe). 

If this application is approved, Great 
Lakes-Atlantic would operate a fleet of 
five C4-type vessels, either fully or 
partially containerized, between U.S. 
ports on the Great Lakes and St. Law- 
rence River, intermediate Canadian 
Great Lakes ports, and other ports 
along the general track and ports in 
the United Kingdom and Continental 
Europe. 

Great Lakes-Atlantic intends to op- 
erate its proposed service during the 
open navigation season through the 
St. Lawrence Seaway. During the 
period when the St. Lawrence Seaway 
is closed, between December 15 and 
April 15, approximately, the applicant 
would provide a substituted service via 
the port of Albany, N.Y., with 
through, intermodal bills of lading 
issued to and from Great Lakes ports 
in conjunction with connecting rail 
carriers. 

Great Lakes-Atlantic has proposed 
to serve (1) the Great Lakes ports of 
Chicago, Detroit and Montreal, and 
other Great Lakes ports on an induce- 
ment basis, and (2) the port of Gran- 
gemouth in the United Kingdom and 
the ports of Rotterdam and Bremer- 
haven on the continent with calls on 
inducement at other U.K. and conti- 
nental ports. Great Lakes-Atlantic has 
proposed a weekly service but has not 
established maximum sailings. 


43757 


Interested parties may inspect the 
application in the office of the Secre- 
tary, Maritime Subsidy Board, Room 
3099-B, Department of Commerce 
Building, 14th and E Streets NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Any person, firm, or corporation 
having an interest in such application 
who desires to offer views and com- 
ments thereon for consideration by 
the Maritime Subsidy Board should 
submit them in writing, in triplicate, 
to the Secretary, Maritime Subsidy 
Board, Washington, D.C. 20230, by the 
close of business on October 10, 1978. 

The Maritime Subsidy Board will 
consider these views and comments 
and take such action with respect 
thereto as may be deemed appropri- 
ate. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.504, Operating-Differential 
Subsidies (ODS).) 


By order of the Martime Subsidy 
Board. 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 


ROBERT J. PATTON, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-27098 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-15] 
MOBILIZATION SHIP DEVELOPMENT 
Conference 


Notice is hereby given that the Mari- 
time Administration is sponsoring a 
conference to publicize its efforts in 
developing a mobilization ship design 
and to facilitate and encourage the ex- 
change of ideas by all persons and 
groups interested in the further design 
development and construction of the 
mobilization ship. 

The major objectives of the Mari- 
time Administration in sponsoring the 
conference are: 


To inform prospective shipowners, ship- 
builders, and other interested parties 
about the versatile, efficient and commer- 
cially attractive mobilization ship design 
developed by the Maritime Administra- 
tion. 

To inform the marine community of nation- 
al defense needs in ship design, construc- 
tion, operation, and maintainability. 

To learn what incentives are needed for pro- 
spective. shipowners to build mobilization 
type ships. 

To encourage the marine industry to par- 
ticipate in the further design develop- 
ment, construction and operation of such 
ships that are suitable for both commer- 
cial and wartime mobilization purposes. 


The Conference will be held on No- 
vember 6, 1978, at the Crystal City 
Marriot Hotel, Arlington, Va., between 
9 a.m. and 5 p.m. The registration fee 
is $40, if received not later than Octo- 
ber 21, 1978. After that date the fee 
will be $55. 
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All interested persons are invited to 
attend. 

Any person wishing to register for 
the conference or to obtain further in- 
formation may contact: Ms. Linda M. 
Williams, Office of Ship Construction, 
Maritime Administration, Room 4059, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20230, 202-377-4538. 


Dated: September 22, 1978. 


By Order of the Assistant Secretary 
for Maritime Affairs, Maritime Admin- 
_istration. 


ROBERT J. PATTON, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-27099 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-04] 
National Technical Information Service 
GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS 
Availability for Licensing 


The inventions listed below are 
owned by the U.S. Government and 
are available for domestic and possibly 
foreign licensing in accordance with 
the licensing policies of the agency- 
sponsors. 

Copies of the patents cited are avail- 
able from the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents and Trademarks, Washington, 
D.C. 20231, for $0.50 each. Requests 
for copies of patents must include the 
patent number. 

Requests for licensing information 
on a particular invention should be di- 
rected to the address cited for the 
agency-sponsor. 


Douc.as J. CAMPION, 
Patent Program Coordinator, 
National Technical Informa- 
tion Service. 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, Research 
Agreements and Patent Branch, Gener- 
al Service Division, Federal Building, 
Agricultural Research Service, Hyatts- 
ville, Md. 20782. 

Patent 3.932.390: 2-This-1, 3, 5-Triaza-7- 
Phosphaadamantane 2,2-Dioxide; filed 
April 29, 1975; patented January 13,1976. 

Patent 3,939,883: Machine to Fill Insect 
Rearing Cells with Diet; filed October 1, 
1974; patented February 24, 1976. 

Patent 3,953,165: Flameproofing Resins for 
Organic Textiles from Adduct Polymers; 
filed August 22, 1974; patented April 27, 
1976. 

Patent 3,954,400: Phosphorus, Nitrogen, 
Bromine Containing Polymers and Proc- 
ess for Producing Flame Retardant Tex- 
tiles; filed August 22, 1974; patented May 
4, 1976. 

Patent 3,960,477: Crossdyed Cotton Fabrics; 
filed January 11, 1974; patented June Il, 
1976. 

Patent 3,963,434: Carboxymethylated 
Cotton Fabric with Improved Conditioned 
and Wet Wrinkle Recovery by Reaction 
with Propylene or Ethylene Carbonate; 
filed July 23, 1975; patented June 15, 1976. 

Patent 3,972,924: 1-(1H, 1H-Perfluoroocty])- 
1, 3-Trimethylenediphosphonic Tetrachlo- 


NOTICES 


ride; filed November 10, 1975; patented 
August 3, 1976. 

Patent 3,975,154: Process for Producing and 
Utilizing Durable Press Fabrics with 
Strong Acid Grafts; filed June 9, 1975; 
patented August 17, 1976. 

Patent 3,976,604: Preparation of Ethyleni- 
mine Prepolymer; filed January 30, 1975; 
patented August 24, 1976. 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, Assistant Gen- 
eral Counsel for Patents, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. 

Patent 3,913,599: Coil Spring Venting Ar- 
rangement; filed September 30, 1974; pat- 
ented October 21, 1975. 

Patent 3,920,343: Key-and-Keyway Coupling 
for Transmitting Torque; filed November 
13, 1974; patented November 18, 1975. 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, Assistant 
Chief for Patents, Office of Naval Re- 
search, Code 302, Arlington, Va. 22217. 

Patent 3,922,572: Electroacoustical Trans- 
ducer; filed August 12, 1974; patented No- 
vember 25, 1975. 

Patent 3,934,288: Object Release Device; 
filed November 18, 1974; patented January 
27, 1976. 

Patent 3,934,482: Cable Traction Sheave; 
filed January 27, 1975; patented January 
27, 1976. 

Patent 3,939,467: Transducer; filed April 8, 
1974; patented February 17, 1976. 


{FR Doc. 78-27142 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-04] 
GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS 
Availability for Licensing 


The inventions listed below are 
owned by the U.S. Government and 
are available for domestic and possibly 
foreign licensing in accordance with 
the licensing policies of the agency- 
sponors. 

Copies of the patents cited are avail- 
able from the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents and Trademarks, Washington, 
D.C. 20231, for $.50 each. Requests for 
copies of patents must include the 
patent number. : 

Requests for licensing information 
on a particular invention should be di- 
rected to the address cited for the 
agency-sponsor. 


Douctas J. CAMPION, 
Patent Program Coordinator, 
National Technical Informa- 
tion Service. 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, Research 
Agreements and Patent Branch, Gener- 
al Service Division, Federal Building, 
Agricultural Research Service, Hyatts- 
ville, Md. 20782. 

Patent 3,937,724: Organo-Phosphorus Com- 
pounds Containing Perfluoroalkyl Radi- 
cals and Their Application to Cellulosic 
Textiles; filed March 24, 1975; patented 
February 10, 1976. 

Patent 3,939,883: Machine to Fill Insect 
Rearing Cells with Diet; filed October 1, 
1974; patented February 24, 1976. 

Patent 3,941,764: Use of Acidic Hexane to 
Process Oil Seeds for Protein and Oil; 
filed May 10, 1974; patented March 2, 
1976. 


Patent 3,947,613: Process for Reducing 
Agent Migration During Treatment of 
Knitted Cotton Fabric; filed August 7, 
1974; patented March 30, 1976. 

Patent 3,948,600: Selected Ammonium Sul- 
fonate Catalysts for an Improved Process 
Utilizing Mild Curing Conditions in Dura- 
ble Press Finishing of Cellulose-Contain- 
ing Fabrics; filed February 27, 1975; pat- 
ented April 6, 1976. 

Patent 3,949,108: Process for Producing Fire 
Resistant Organic Textile Materials; filed 
June 1, 1973; patented April 6, 1976. 

Patent 3,953,166: Flame Resistent Organic 
Textile Through Treatment with Phenols 
and Adduct Polymers; filed August 22, 
1974; patented April 27, 1976. 

Patent 3,954,968: Composition for Attract- 
ing the Cotton Boll Weevil; filed February 

. 27, 1975; patented May 4, 1976. 

Patent 3,958,932: Flame-Resistent Textiles 
Through Finishing Treatments with Vinyl 
Monomer Systems; filed August 28, 1974; 
patented May 25, 1976. 

Patent 3,959,461: Hair Cream Rinse Formu- 
lations Containing Quaternary Ammoni- 
um Salts; filed May 28, 1974; patented 
May 25, 1976. 

Patent 3,961,110: Treatment of Organic 
Textiles with Adduct Polymers and Phen- 
ols; filed August 22, 1974; patented June 1, 
1976. 

Patent 3,963,111: Full Flow Feeder; filed 
March 12, 1975; patented June 15, 1976. 

Patent 3,963,433: Formulation of Urethane 
Crosslinks in Cellulose Ethers Incorporat- 
ing Amine Groups by Use of Propylene or 
Ethylene Carbonate; filed July 23, 1975; 
patented June 15, 1976. 

Patent 3,963,435: Polyester Grafts and 
Crosslinks to Cotton by Reaction with He- 
terocyclic Carbonate, Glycol, and Dibasic 
Acid; filed September 8, 1975; patented 
June 15, 1976. 

Patent 3,963,570: Ultraviolet-Initiated Prep- 
aration of N, N - Dibutyl - 9(10) - 
dibutylphosphonooctadecanamide; filed 
September 26, 1974; patented June 15, 
1976. 

Patent 3,963,927: Detection of Hidden In- 
sects; filed June 18, 1975; patented June 
15, 1976. 

Patent 3,970,424: Durable Press Treatment 
by Addition of Sodium Dihydrogen Phos- 
phate to Aluminum Sulfate Catalyst; filed 
August 14, 1975; patented July 20, 1976. 

Patent 3,972,861: Process for Producing and 
Edible Cottonseed Protein Concentrate; 
filed November 26, 1974; patented August 
3, 1976. 

Patent 3,975,152: Simultaneous Dyeing and 
Crosslinking of Cellulosic Fabrics; filed 
January 23, 1975; patented August 17, 
1976. 

Patent 3,975,343: Solubilization of Protein 
with Ethanol-Acetonitril-Water Solvent 
System; filed June 27, 1975; patented’ 
August 17, 1976. 

Patent 3,975,370: Methylolated Reaction 
Product of a Hydroxy Carbamate and a 
Cellulose-Dyeing Dyestuff Containing 
Vinyl Sulfone Groups; filed September 17, 
1974; patented August 17, 1976. 

Patent 3,976,818: Polyfluorinated Amine 
Oil-Repellent, Stain-Release Fabric Treat- 
ment; filed July -18, 1972; patented August 
24, 1976. 

Patent 3,933,782: Repellants for the Con- 
fused Flour Beetle; filed August 14, 1975; 
patented November 23, 1976. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 





U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, Assistant Gen- 
eral Counsel for Patents, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. 

Patent 3,914,732: System for Remote Con- 
trol of Underground Device; filed July 23, 
1973; patented October 21, 1975. 

Patent 3,927,850: Lifting Parachute; filed 
December 31, 1974; patented December 23, 
1975. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, Assistant 
Chief for Patents, Office of Naval Re- 
search, Code 302, Arlington, Va. 22217. 

Patent 3,921,562: Self-Depressing Underwat- 
er Towable Spread; filed October 10, 1962; 
patented November 25, 1975. 

Patent 3,922,630: Automatic Vehicle Posi- 
tioning System; filed December 3, 1964; 
patented November 25, 1975. 

‘ Patent 3,922,631: Underwater Intrusion De- 
tecting System; filed June 20, 1960; pat- 
ented November 25, 1975. 

Patent 3,922,632: Automatic Vehicle Posi- 
tioning System, filed December 14, 1965; 
patented November 25, 1975. 

Patent 3,922,633: Insulated Conductor De- 
tector; filed July 20, 1967; patented No- 
vember 25, 1975. 

Patent 3,922,634: Sonar System; filed. Sep- 
tember 29, 1965; patented November 25, 
1975. ‘ 

Patent 3,924,069: Helium Speech Decoder; 
filed October 15, 1974; patented December 
2, 1975. 

Patent 3,928,839: Sonar System; filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968; patented December 23, 
1975. 

Patent 3,933,097: Device to Determine Ef- 
fective Target Size for Fixed Angle Fuzes; 
filed January 4, 1968; patented January 
20, 1976. 

Patent 3,935,308: Wound Covering and 
Method of Application; filed August 8, 
1974; patented January 27, 1976. 


[FR Doc. 78-27143 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-04 } 
GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS 
Availability for Licensing 


The inventions listed below are 
owned by the U.S. Government and 
are available for domestic and possibly 
foreign licensing in accordance with 
the licensing policies of the agency- 
sponsors. 

Copies of the patents cited aré avia- 
lable from the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents and Trademarks, Washington, 
D.C. 20231, for $.50 each. Requests for 
copies of patents must include the 
patent number. 

Requests for licensing information 
on a particular invention should be di- 
rected to the address cited for the 
agency-sponsor. 


DouGLas J. CAMPION, 
Patent Program Coordinator 
National Technical Informa- 
tion Service. 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, Assistant Gen- 
era] Counsel for Patents, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. 

Patent 3.915,018: Transition Section for 

Acoustic Waveguides; filed November 21, 
1974; patented October 28, 1975. 


NOTICES 

Patent 3,918,859: Wind Turbine: November 
11, 1975. 

Patent 8,925,109: Precise Carbon Control of 
Fabricated Stainless Steel: filed January 
29, 1974; patented December 9, 1975. 

Patent 8,925,874: Pipe Gripper. filed July 9, 
1974; patented December 16, 1975. 

Patent 3,934,239: Adjustable Electronic 
Load-Ailarm Relay. filed September 27, 
1974; patented January 20, 1976. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Branch 
of Patents, 18th and C Streets NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 

Patent 3,977,312: Parachute Stopping for 

Mine Ventilation Use; filed October 31, 
1975; patented August 31, 1976. 


[FR Doc. 78-27144 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-25] 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTA- 
TION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


REPUBLIC OF CHINA 


Further Increasing Import Restraint Levels for 
Certain Man-Made Fiber Textile Products 


SEPTEMBER 21, 1978. 


AGENCY: Committee for the Imple- 
mentation of Textile Agreements. 


ACTION: Increasing the levels of re- 
straint applicable to certain man-made 
fiber textile products in Categories 638 
(men’s and boys’ knit shirts) and 645/ 
646 (sweaters), produced or manufac- 
tured in the Republic of China and ex- 
ported to the United States during the 
agreement year which began on Janu- 
ary 1, 1978. 

(A detailed description of the catego- 
ries in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers 
was published in the FEpERAL REGISTER 
on January 4, 1978 (43 FR 884), as 
amended on January 25, 1978 (43 FR 
342), March 3, 1978 (43 FR 8828), June 
22, 1978 (43 FR 26773), and September 
5, 1978 (43 FR 39408)). 

SUMMARY: Paragraph 8(a)C(iii) of the 
Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Agreement of June 8, 
1978, between the Governments of the 
United States and the Republic of 
China, provides that specific levels of 
restraint may exceed current-year 
limits by a designated percentage, 
with the amount of the carryforward 
being deducted from the applicable 
category level in the succeeding agree- 
ment year. The Government of the 
Republic of China has requested the 
application of carryforward to the cur- 
rent-year levels for Categories 638 and 
645/646. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 21, 
1978. 

FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Donald R. Foote, International 
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230, 202-377- 


INFORMATION 


43759 


5423. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 16, 1978, a letter dated June. 
15, 1978, from the Chairman of the 
Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements to the Commis- 
sioner of Customs was published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR 26102), 
which established the levels of re- 
straint applicable to certain specific 
categories of cotton, wool, and man- 
made fiber textile products, produced 
or manufactured in the Republic of 
China, and exported to the United 
States during the twelve-month period 
beginning on January 1, 1978, and ex- 
tending through December 31, 1978. 
In the letter published below the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agree- 
ments directs the Commissioner of 
Customs to increase the levels of re- 
straint established for categories 638 
and 645/646 to the designated 
amounts. 


EDWARD GOTTFRIED, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements. 


SEPTEMBER 21, 1978. 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Department of the Treasury, 
Washington, D.C. 20229. 


DEAR Mr. COMMISSIONER: On June 15, 
1978. the Chairman, Committee for the Im- 
plementation of Textile Agreements, direct- 
ed you to prohibit entry for consumption, or 
withdrawal from warehouse for consump- 
tion, of cotton, wool, and man-made fiber 
textile products in certain specific catego- 
ries, produced or manufactured in the Re- 
public of China and exported to the United 
States during the agreement year which 
began on January 1, 1978, in excess of desig- 
nated ievels of restraint. The Chairman fur- 
ther advised you that the levels of restraint 
are subject to adjustment. ' 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Re- 
garding International Trade in Textiles 
done at Geneva on December 20, 1973. as 
extended on December 15, 1977: pursuant to 
the Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Agreement of June 8, 1978, be- 
tween the Government of the United States 
and the Republic of China: and in accord- 
ance with the provisions of Executive Order 
11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended by Ex- 
ecutive Order 11951 of January 6, 1977, you 
are directed to amend, effective on Septem- 


'The term “adjustment” refers to those 
provisions of the Bilateral Cotton, Wool and 
Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement of June 
8, 1978, between the Goverrments of the 
United States and the Repvblic of China 
which provide, in part, that: (1) Within the 
aggregate and group limits, specific ceilings 
may be exceeded by designated percentages; 
(2) these same levels may be increased for 
carryforward up to 7.15 percent of the appli- 
cable category limit; and (3) administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made 
to resolve minor problems arising in the im- 
plementation of the agreement. 
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ber 21, 1978, the levels of restraint estab- 
lished in the directive of June 15, 1978 for 
Categories 638 and 645/646 to the following 
levels: 


Category Amended 12-month level of restraint* 
Se 1,543,543 dozen 
645/646 4,315,544 dozen 


2The levels of restrair't have not been adjusted to 
reflect any imports after Dec. 31, 1977. 


The action taken with respect to the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of China and with 
respect to imports of man-made fiber textile 
products from the Republic of China has 
been determined by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements to 
involve foreign affairs functions of the 
United States. Therefore, the directions to 
the Commissioner of Customs, being neces- 
sary to the implementation of such action,, 
fall within the foreign affairs exception to 
the rulemaking provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. 
This letter will be published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD GOTTFRIED, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agree- 
ments. 


{FR Doc. 78-27090 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6355-01] 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY. 
COMMISSION 


{Petition No. CP 78-11] 
EYEPIECE SOLAR FILTERS 
Denial of Petition 


AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 


ACTION: Denial of petition. 


SUMMARY: The Commission denies a 
petition requesting a ban of telescope 
eyepiece solar filters that are alleged 
to shatter or crack permitting the un- 
filtered and concentrated rays of the 
sun to burn the retina of the eye and 
cause temporary or permanent 
damage. The Commission concludes 
that the data are insufficient to sup- 
port a conclusion that a mandatory 
rule is necessary. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Irwin L. Greif, Office of Program 
Management, Consumer Product 
Safety Commission, Weshington, 
D.C. 20207, 301-492-6754. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 10 of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (CPSA) (15 U.S.C. 2059) 
provides that any interested person 
may petition the Consumer Procuct 
Safety Commission to commence a 
proceeding to issue a consumer prod- 
uct safety rule. Section 10 also pro- 
vides that if the Commission denies 
such a petition, it shall publish its rea- 
sons for denial in the FEDERAL REGIs- 
TER. 


INFORMATION 


NOTICES 


On January 31, 1978, Mr. Norman 
Sperling, Somerville, Mass.. submitted 
a letter to the Commission requesting 
the Commission to ban unsafe eye- 
piece solar filters used in telescopes. 
The petition alleges that these filters 
can shatter or develop hairline cracks, 
permitting the unfiltered and concen- 
trated rays of the sun to burn the 
retina of the eye causing temporary or 
permanent damage. Because the Com- 
mission lacks jurisdiction over prod- 
ucts that are considered medical de- 
vices under the Federal Food, Drug 
and Cosmetic Act administered by the 
Food and Drug Administration (FDA), 
Mr. Sperling’s letter was sent to the 
FDA for a determination of whether 
the filters were considered a medical 
device. The Commission was advised 
by FDA on April 3, 1978, that the eye- 
piece solar filters are not considered 
by FDA to be a medical device. Mr. 
Sperling’s letter was treated as a peti- 
tion (CP 78-11) as of April 3, 1978. 


SUMMARY OF INJURY DATA 


In analyzing this petition, the Com- 
mission considered injury information 
submitted by the petitioner, its own 
investigation of injury data, and engi- 
neering and economic data. 

The Commission has reviewed the 
petitioner’s injury data, including a 
letter from an individual whose eye- 
piece solar lens apparently broke re- 
sulting in a slight headache. In that 
case, however, it appears that the 
filter did not match the telescope. The 
petitioner’s information also includes 
a letter from an individual whose filter 
cracked, causing ‘‘flash-blindness”’ for 
two weeks with eyesight returning to 
normal after that. 

The Commission has reviewed data 
collected through the National Elec- 
tronic Information Surveillance 
System, in-depth investigation reports, 
consumer complaints and death certi- 
ficates. This data yielded one consum- 
er complaint, which was also provided 
by the petitioner, from a seller of tele- 
scope equipment. The complaint al- 
leged that Japanese-produced solar fil- 
ters are not designed to vent the heat 
from the sun which causes the glass to 
expand and shatter. The complainant, 
however, was unaware of any injuries 
associated with these telescopes. 

In an effort to obtain more data re- 
lating to injuries associated with eye- 
piece solar filters in telescopes, the 
Commission contacted the Optical 
Manufacturers Association, the Opti- 
cal Society of America, the Bureau of 
Radiological Health, the National Eye 
Institute, and the Society for the Pre- 
vention of Blindness. None of these or- 
ganizations was able to furnish any in- 
formation relating to accidents or in- 
juries involving solar filters used with 
telescopes. Two physicians whom the 
petitioner recommended that the 


Commission contact were unfamiliar 
with solar filters and could not provide 
any meaningful information relating 
to accidents or injuries associated with 
the product. 

The Commission’s Engineering and 
Science Directorate advises that while 
direct viewing of the sun without ade- 
quate eye protection may cause seri- 
ous eye damage, that does not mean 
that all or even most instances of eye- 
piece filter breakage will result in inju- 
ries. The type and extent of damage 
relate to a number of variables, includ- 
ing the angle at which the sun is 
viewed, the position of the sun at the 
time, the length of exposure, atmos- 
pheric conditions, the type and extent 
of cracking in the filter, and the like. 
An additional factor considered by the 
Commission is the involuntary reflex a 
viewer will normally experience if a 
sudden shock of intense light occurs. 


CONCLUSION 


Based on the data submitted by the 
petitioner and the investigation of in- 
juries conducted by the Commission, 
the Commission concluded that the 
data are insufficient for it to. deter- 
mine that solar eyepiece filters pres- 
ent an unreasonable risk of injury for 
which a mandatory safety standard is 
necessary. In reaching this decision, 
the Commission has considered the 
relative priority of the risk associated 
with the product as compared with 
Commission resources available for ru- 
lemaking for all consumer products. 

Copies of the petition and the staff’s 
briefing package to the Commission on 
the petition may be obtained from the 
Office of the Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20207. 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 


SaDYE E. Dunn, 
Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. 


{FR Doc. 78-27124 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[3910-01] 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Air Force 
USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 


The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Logistics Cross-Matrix Panel will hold 
meetings at the Air Force Acquisition 
Logistics Division (ALD), Wright-Pat- 
terson Air Force Base, Ohio on Octo- 
ber 31 and November 1, 1978. The 
meetings will convene at 8 a.m. and ad- 
journ at 5 p.m. on October 31 and 
from 8 a.m. to 2:30 p.m. on November 
1. / 
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The Panel will receive classified 
briefings on the mission and functions 
of the ALD. The meetings will be 
closed to the public in accordance with 
section 552b(c) of Title 5, United 
States Code, specifically subparagraph 
(1) thereof. 

For further information contact the 
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat 
at 202-697-4811. 


CaROL M. Rose, 
Air Force Alternate 
Federal Register Liaison Officer. 


[FR Doc. 78-27145 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 
Office of the Secretary 


CIVILIAN HEALTH AND MEDICAL PROGRAM 
OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES 


Notice of Termination of Cost-Sharing for 
Certain Orthodontic Treatment 


The purpose of this notice is to set 
forth the circumstances under which 
certain claims for orthodontic treat- 
ment have continued to be cost-shared 
under CHAMPUS after the agency de- 
termined that such treatment was not 
authorized under regulations govern- 
ing the CHAMPUS Program for the 
Handicapped. This is also notice that 
such cost-sharing will terminate for 
orthodontic care received on or after 
November 1, 1978, and provides the ra- 
tionale for the agency decision to ter- 
minate such continued expenditure of 
appropriated funds. 

In 1967, pursuant to Chapter 55 of 
Title 10, United States Code, a joint 
Uniformed Services regulation was 
published implementing both the 
Basic Program and the Program for 
the Handicapped of the ‘Civilian 
Health and Medical Program of the 
Uniformed Services” (CHAMPUS). 
The regulation, as amended, was codi- 
fied at 32 CFR 577.60 et seq. It was ef- 
fective until various portions thereof 
were affected by implementation of 
Department of Defense Instruction 
6010.8 and 6010.8-R (32 CFR Part 199) 
effective January 10, 1977. 

The CHAMPUS Program for the 
Handicapped was established by enact- 
ment of the Military Medical Benefits 
Amendment of 1966, Pub. L 89-614 
and provides financial assistance for 
services which are required to meet 
the special needs of an active duty 
service member’s dependent who is 
moderately or severely mentally re- 
tarded or who has a serious physical 
handicap. As_ specifically concerns 
orthodonic treatment, the joint Uni- 
formed Services regulation implement- 
ing the CHAMPUS Program for the 
Handicapped provided for cost-sharing 
orthodontia needed to correct, over- 
come, or aid in adjustment to, a handi- 
capping condition. 


NOTICES 


In 1972 the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Health and Environment 
initiated a comprehensive review of 
the CHAMPUS operation. In the 
course of this review it was determined 
that the CHAMPUS benefit determi- 
nation procedures were inadequate ‘to 
insure exclusion of persons under the 
Program for the Handicapped who 
were not moderately or severely men- 
tally retarded or who did not have a 
serious handicap. Accordingly, effec- 
tive September 1, 1974, applications 
for benefits under the Program for the 
Handicapped have not been approved 
under the CHAMPUS Program for the 
Handicapped solely on the basis of a 
dental condition for which orthodon- 
tic treatment is appropriate. Further- 
more, orthodontic treatment to be ap- 
proved under CHAMPUS must meet 
the requirement of the adjunctive 
dental care rule of the CHAMPUS 
Basic Program and, if approved, cost- 
sharing under the CHAMPUS Basic 
Program. 

For equitable reasons, an exception 
was granted for ongoing cases by pro- 
viding that the CHAMPUS cost-shar- 
ing of orthodontic treatment under 
the Program for the Handicapped 
would be continued on and after Sep- 
tember 1, 1974, for those patient pro- 
grams which have been approved by 
the agency prior to that date, or ap- 
proved on or after that date if the ap- 
plication had been received prior to 
September 1, 1974. 

The agency has reviewed the circum- 
stances created by the exception for 
the ongoing orthodontic treatment 
cases and has determined that 4 years 
is more than reasonable time in which 
to complete’ an orthodontic treatment 
program based solely on a dental con- 
dition for which such treatment was 
appropriate. Accordingly, this is notice 
that CHAMPUS will not cost-share 
claims for orthodontic treatment re- 
ceived by CHAMPUS beneficiaries on 
or after November 1, 1978, whose ap- 
plications for such treatment under 
the CHAMPUS Program for the 
Handcapped were approved prior to 
September 1, 1974, or whose applica- 
tions were received prior to that date 
and approved after September 1, 1974. 

MAURICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quarters Services, Depariment 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27096 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 
Office of the Secretary 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group D (Mainly Laser De- 
vices) of the DOD Advisory Group on 
Electron Devices (AGED) will meet in 
closed session at 201 Varick Street, 
New York, N.Y. 10014, on October 12, 
1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments with technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The meeting will be limited to 
review of research and development 
programs which the Military Depart- 
ments propose to initiate with indus- 
try, universities or in their laborato- 
ries. The laser area includes programs 
on developments and research related 
to low energy lasers for which applica- 
tions as battlefield surveillance, target 
designation, ranging, communications, 
weapon guidance and data transmis- 
sion. The review will include details of 
classified defense programs through- 
out. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
Advisory Group meeting concerns 
matters listed in section 552b(c) of 
Title 5 of the United States Code, spe- 
cifically, Subparagraph (1) thereof, 
and that accordingly this meeting will 
be closed to the public. 


MAURICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quarters Service, Department 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 


{FR Doc. 78-27201 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group A (Mainly Micro- 
wave Devices) of the DOD Advisory 
Group on Electron Devices (AGED) 
will meet in closed session at 201 
Varick Street, New York, N.Y. 10014, 
on October 17-18, 1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group . 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
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Military Departments with technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The Working Group A meeting will 
be limited to review of research and 
development programs which the Mili- 
tary Departments propose to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
laboratories. The microwave area in- 
cludes programs on developments and 
research related to microwave tubes, 
solid state microwave, electonic war- 
fare devices, millimeter wave devices, 
and passive devices. The review will in- 
clude details of classified defense pro- 
grams throughout. In accordance with 
section 10(d) of Appendix I, Title 5, 
United States Code, it has been deter- 
mined that this meeting of the Adviso- 
ry Group on Electron Devices con- 
cerns matters listed in section 552bic) 
of Title 5 of the United States Code, 
specifically Subparagraph (1) thereof, 
and that accordingly this meeting will 
be closed to the public. 


MAaurRIceE W. RocHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quarters Service, Department 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27202 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group C (Mainly Imaging 
and Display) of the DOD Advisory 
Group on Electron Devices (AGED) 
will meet in closed session et 201 
Varick Street, New York, N.Y. 10014 
on October 19, 1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments with technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The Working Group C Meeting will 
be limited to review of research and 
development programs which the Mili- 
tary Departments propose to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
laboratories. This special device area 
includes such programs as infrared 
and night vision, sensors. The review 
will include classified program details 
throughout. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
Advisory Group meeting concerns 
matters listed in section 552b(c) of 
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Title 5 of the United States Code, spe- 
cifically Subparagraph (1) thereof, 
and that accordingly this meeting will 
be closed to the public. 


MAURICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quarters Service, Department 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 


{FR Doc. 78-27207 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group B (Mainly Low 
Power Devices) of the DOD Advisory 
Group on Electron Devices (AGED) 
will meet in closed session at 201 


‘Varick Street, New York, N.Y. 10014 


on October 23-24, 1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments with tactical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The Working Group B meeting will 
be limited to review of research and 
development programs which the Mili- 
tary Departments proposed to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
laboratories. The low power d-vice 
area includes such programs as inte- 
grated circuits, charge coupled devices 
and memories. The review will include 
classified program details throughout. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
Advisory Group meeting concerns 
matters listed in section 552b(c) of 
Title 5 of the United States Code, spe- 
cifically subparagraph (1) thereof, and 
that accordingly this meeting will be 
closed to the public. 


MAuRICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Washington Headquar- 
ters Service, Correspondence 
and Directives, Department of 
Defense. 


SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27208 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group D (Mainly Laser De- 
vices) of the DOD Advisory Group on 
Electron Devices (AGED) will meet in 


closed session at the Naval Ocean Sys- 
tems Center, 271 Catalina Boulevard, 
San Diego, Calif. 92152 on November 
13-14, 1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments with technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The meeting will be limited to 
review of research and development 
programs which the Military Depart- 
ments propose to initiate with indus- 
try, universities or in their laborato- 
ries. The laser area includes programs 
on developments and research related 
to low energy lasers for such applica- 
tions as battlefield surveillance, target 
designation, ranging, communications, 
weapon guidance and data transmis- 
sion. The review will include details of 
classified defense programs through- 
out. 

In accordance with. section 10(d) of 
Appendix 1, Title 5, United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
Advisory Group meeting concerns 
matters listed in section 552b(c) of 
Title 5 of the United States Code, spe- 
cifically, Subparagraph (11) thereof, 
and that accordingly this meeting will 
be closed to the public. 


Maurice W. RocuHe, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quariers Service, Department 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27209 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group C (Mainly Imaging 
and Display) of the DOD Advisory 
Group on Electron Devices (AGED) 
will meet in closed session at 201 
Varick Street, New York, N.Y. 10014 
on 8 November 1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments with technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The Working Group C meeting will 
be limited to review of research and 
development programs which the Mili- 
tary Departments propose to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
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laboratories. This special device area 
includes such programs as infrared 
and night vision sensors. The review 
will include classified program details 
throughout. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States 
Code, is has been determined that this 
Advisory Group meeting concerns 
matters listed in section 552b(c) of 
Title 5 of the United States Code, spe- 
cifically Subparagraph (1) thereof, 
and that accordingly this meeting will 
be closed to the public. 


MAuvRICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quarters Service, Departmenci 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-27210 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 


DOD ADVISORY GROUP ON ELECTRON 
DEVICES 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


Working Group C (Mainly Imaging 
and Display) of the DOD Advisory 
Group on Electron Devices (AGED) 
will meet in closed session at the Insti- 
tute for Defense Analyses, 400 Army 
Navy Drive, Arlington, Va., on Decem- 
ber 6-7, 1978. 

The purpose of the Advisory Group 
is to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing, the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments will technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and develop- 
ment programs in the area of electron 
devices. 

The Working Group C meeting will 
be limited to review of research and 
development programs which the Mili- 
tary Departments propose to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
laboratories. This special device area 
includes such programs as infrared 
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and night vision sensors. The review 
will include classified program details 
throuhout. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
Advisory Group meeting concerns 
matters listed in section 552b(c) of 
Title 5 of the United States Code, spe- 
cifically Subparagraph (1) thereof, 
and that accordingly this meeting will 
be closed to the public. 

MAuRICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, Washington Head- 
quarters Service, Department 
of Defense. 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 
(FR Doc. 78-27211 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6740-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 


(Docket Nos. G-4614, et al.] 
SOUTHLAND ROYALTY CO. 


Merger and Application for Amendment of 
Certificates and for Redesignation cf Rate 
Schedules 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 

Take notice that on February 8, 
1978, Southland Royalty Co. (South- 
land), 1000 Fort Worth Club Tower, 
Fort Worth, Tex. 76102, as successor 
of the merger of Aztec Oil & Gas Co. 
(Aztec) into Southland, filed an appli- 
cation to amend all certificates cur- 
rently held by Aztec to show South- 
land as certificate holder. 

Effective December 31, 1977, Aztec’s 
natural gas activities were consolidat- 
ed with Southland and will be operat- 
ed under the name of Southland. 

Exhibit “A” attached hereto con- 
tains a listing of the various dockets in 
which Aztec was authorized to make 
sales to the various purchasers indicat- 
ed thereon and pursuant to independ- 
ent producer rate schedules heretofore 
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designated as Aztec Rate Schedules 
numbered as shown thereon. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 10 
days for the filing of protests and peti- 
tions to intervene. Therefore, any 
person desiring to be heard or to make 
any protest with reference to said ap- 
plication should on or before Septem- 
ber 26, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid- 
ered by it in determining the appropri- 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party in any hear- 
ing therein must file a petition to in- 
tervene in accordance with the Com- 
mission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro- 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear- 
ing. 

KENNETH F’. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
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Exuisit “A"—Listing of Active Aztec Oil and Gas Co. Rate Schedules 





Rate schedule Docket No. Pipeline purchaser Location of sale 





El Paso Natural Gas Co. Bilanco-Mesaverde field, San Juan and 
Rio Arriba Counties, N. Mex. 
Pictured Cliffs field, San Juan and 
Rio Arriba Counties, N. Mex. 
Do. 




















Pictured Cliffs field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 





Do. 
. Jalmat field, Lea County, N.'Mex. 
Southern Union Blanco-Mesaverde, Basin-Dakota, 
Gathering Co. Pinon-Fruitland and Pictured Cliffs 
fields, San Juan and Rio Arriba 
Counties, N. Mex. 
Aneth field, San Juan County, Utah 
Basin-Dakota field, San Juan and Rio 
Arriba Counties, N. Mex. 
Blue Hill field, San Juan County, N. 
Mex. 
CI16-924 West Kutz field, San Juan County, N. 
Mex. 
CI61-1472 Basin-Dakota field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex. 
CI64-367 North Rousseau area, Lafourche 
Parish, La. 
C164-367 Do. 
C164-413 . Barker Creek Dome field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. and La Plata 
County, Colo. 
CI65-629 Cha Cha Gallup field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 
19 CI65-727..... Texas Gas Transmission North Rousseau area, Lafourche 
Corp. Parish, La. 
CI65-829..... El Paso Natural Gas Co. Jalmat field, Lea County, N. Mex. 
22 C163-579 Basin-Dakota field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex. 
23 « Northern Natural Gas Eumont Gas Pool, Lea County, N. 
Co. : Mex. 
24 El Paso Natural Gas Co. Blanco-Pictured Cliffs field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 
25 Southern Union Blanco-Mesaverde field, San Juan 
Gathering Co. County, N. Mex. 
26 Do. 
27 do Do. 
28 El Paso Natural Gas Co. Blanco-Mesaverde and Basin-Dakota 
fields, San Juan County, N. Mex. 
29 do. Blanco-Mesaverde field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 
30 Fare (1) Do. 
31 do Do. 
33 do Basin-Dakota field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex. 
34 Do. 
35 Blanco-Mesaverde field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 
37 Trancontinental Gas Block 118, East Cameron field, Off- 
Pipe Line Corp. shore La. 
38 Northwest Pipeline Blanco-Mesaverde, Basin-Dakota, and 
Corp. Pinon-Fruitland fields, San Juan 
and Rio Arriba Counties, N. Mex. 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Blocks 249 and 250, South Marsh 
Co. Island, Offshore La. 
Natural Gas Pipeline East Sawyer field, Lea County, N. 
Company of America. Mex. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Poison Creek area, Fremont County, 
Co. Wyo. 
be El Paso Natural Gas Co. Blanco-Pictured Cliffs field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 
(*) Tennessee Gas Pipeline Blocks 243 and 244, South Marsh 
Co. Island, Offshore La. 
45.. E! Paso Natural Gas Co. Strawn field, Eddy County, N. Mex. 
36 Northwest Pipeline Dakota Formation, San Juan and Rio 
Corp. Arriba Counties, N. Mex. 
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‘Abandoment application pending. 


*Certificate applications pending. Filings have not been assigned rate schedule numbers. Also, certifi- 
cate applications pending in docket Nos. CI78-316, CI78-341 and CI78-362. 


NoTeE.—National rate proceeding in which Aztec Oil & Gas Co. is a participant. 
(FR Doc. 78-27019 Filed 9-26-78; 6:45 am] 
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{3128-01} 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 


ISSUANCE OF PROPOSED DECISIONS AND 
ORDERS 


SEPTEMBER 11-SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 


Notice is hereby given that during 
the period September 11 through Sep- 
tember 15, 1978, the Proposed Deci- 
sions and Orders which are summa- 
rized below were issued by the Office 
of Hearings and Appeals of the De- 
partment of Energy with regard to Ap- 
plications for Exception which had 
been filed with that Office. 

Amendments to the DOE’s procedur- 
al regulations, 10 CFR, Part 205, were 
issued in proposed form on September 
14, 1977 (42 FR 47210 (September 20, 
1977)), and are currently being imple- 
mented on an interim basis. Under the 
new procedures any person who will 
be aggrieved by the issuance of the 
Proposed Decision and Order in final 
form may file a written Notice of Ob- 
jection within 10 days of service. For 
purposes of the new procedures, the 
date of service of notice shall be 
deemed to be the date of publication 
of this Notice or the date of receipt by 
an aggrieved person of actual notice, 
whichever occurs first. The new proce- 
dures also specify that if a Notice of 
Objection is not received from any ag- 
grieved party within the time period 
specified in the regulations, the party 
will be deemed to consent to the issu- 
ance of the Proposed Decision and 
Order in final form. Any aggrieved 
party that wishes to contest any find- 
ing or conclusion contained in a Pro- 
posed Decision and Order must also 
file a detailed Statement of Objections 
within 30 days of the date of service of 
the Proposed Decision and Order. In 
that Statement of Objections an ag- 
grieved party must specify each issue 
of fact or law contained in the Pro- 
posed Decision and Order which it in- 
tends to contest in any further pro- 
ceeding involving the exception 
matter. 

Copies of the full text of these Pro- 
posed Decisions and Orders are availa- 
ble in the Public Docket Room of the 
Office of Hearings and Appeals, Room 
B-120, 2000 M Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20461, Monday through 
Friday, between the hours of 1 p.m. 
and 5 p.m., e.d.t., except Federal holi- 
days. 

SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 

MELVIN GOLDSTEIN, 
Director, 
Office of Hearings and Appeals. 


PROPOSED DECISIONS AND ORDERS 
BOCK AND BACON OIL CO., HOUSTON, TEX., DXE- 
1169 CRUDE OIL 
Bock and Bacon Oil Company (Bock) filed 
an Application for Exception from the pro- 
visions of 10 CFR, Part 212, Subpart D. The 
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exception request, if granted, would result 
in the extension of exception relief previ- 
ously granted and would permit Bock to sell 
certain volumes of crude oil which it pro- 
duces from the Champion Paper Co. Lease 
at market prices. On September 11, 1978, 
the Department of Energy issued a Pro- 
posed Decision and Order which determined 
that the exception request be granted. 


DAMSON OIL CORP., HOUSTON, TEX., DXE-1607 
CRUDE OIL 


Damson Oil Corp. filed an Apptication for 
Exception from the provisions of 10 CFR, 
Part 212, Subpart D. The exception request, 
if granted, would permit Damson to sell the 
crude oil produced from the Venice Beach 
Lease at upper tier ceiling prices. On Sep- 
tember 14, 1978, the DOE issued a Proposed 
Decision and Order which determined that 
the exception request be granted. 


TEXACO, INC., TULSA, OKLAHOMA, DEE-1676 
CRUDE OIL 


Texaco, Inc., filed an Application for Ex- 
ception from the provisions of 10 CFR, Part 
212, Subpart D. The exception request, if 
granted, would permit the firm to continue 
to sell crude oi] which it produces from the 
Dolly Cain lease at upper tier ceiling prices. 
On September 11, 1978, the DOE issued a 
Proposed Decision and Order which deter- 
mined that the exception request be denied. 


{FR Doc. 78-27168 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6560-01] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


{FRL 975-4] 


SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD, ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH ADVISORY COMMITTEE, STUDY 
GROUP ON PESTICIDE TOLERANCES 


Open Meeting 


Under Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given that a 3-day meeting of 
the Study Group on Pesticide Toler- 
ances of the Science Advisory Board's 
Environmental Health Advisory Com- 
mittee will be held on October 23, 24, 
and 25, 1978 in Conference Room A 
(Room 1112), Crystal Mall Building 
No. 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Va. The meeting will start 
at 9 a.m. on October 23, 1978. Adjourn- 
ment will be at about noon on October 
25, 1978, possibly earlier. 

The principal purpose of the meet- 
ing will be (1) to identify and discuss 
scientific issues relating to EPA’s tol- 
erance setting system which the Study 
Group may wish to address in its 
report to the Environmental Health 
Advisory Committee and (2) to devel- 
op positions with regard to these 
issues with a view to preparing a first 
draft of an overall critique of EPA’s 
tolerance setting system. As an aid in 
this process, the Study Group is cur- 
rently reviewing and, at the meeting, 
will refer to a draft working paper 
titled, “Review of EPA’s Tolerance 
Setting System: A Compilation of 
Criticisms and Suggested Alterna- 
tives”, draft dated August 10, 1978, 
prepared by EPA staff. Single copies 
of the paper may be obtained by con- 
tacting the Science Advisory Board 
Secretariat (address below). The 
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Agenda will also include follow-up 
briefings, items of current interest, 
and statements by members of the 
public. 

Pertinent background information 
follows. In response to an Agency re- 
quest to the Science Advisory Board, 
the Board’s Environmental Health Ad- 
visory Committee established a Study 
Group on Pesticide Tolerances and 


’ charged it with assisting the Commit- 


tee in an evaluation of the scientific 
basis of the Agency’s system for estab- 
lishing tolerances for pesticide resi- 
dues in agricultural crops. This is the 
fourth meeting of the Study Group. 
At a meeting on April 5, 1978, the 
Study Group was briefed on and dis- 
cussed various aspects of the legisla- 
tive authority and mandate directly or 
indirectly relating to the Agency’s tol- 
erance setting system. At a meeting on 
May 11 and 12, 1978, the Study Group 
was briefed on and discussed scientific 
issues relating to estimates of expo- 
sure. At a subsequent meeting on June 
27-28, 1978, the Study Group was 
briefed on and discussed scientific 
issues relating to toxicology data and 
hazard evaluation. Further meetings 
of the Study Group will be scheduled 
as needed. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Any member of the public 
wishing to attend or present or submit 
a paper should contact the Secretar- 
iat, Science Advisory Board (A-101), 
U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460 by 
c.o.b. October 16, 1978. Please ask for 
Mrs. Ilene Stein or Mr. Robert Flaak. 
The telephone number is 703-557- 
7720. 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 
RICHARD M. Down, 
Staff Director, 
Science Advisory Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-27065 Filed 9-26-78: 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 


[FRL 974-7; OPP-42043C] 
STATE OF MINNESOTA 


State Plan for Certification of Commercial and 
Private Applicators of Restricted Use Pesti- 
cides—Approval Status 


Section 4(a)(2) of the Federal Insec- 
ticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
(FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 7 
U.S.C. 136 et seq.), and the implement- 
ing regulations of 40 CFR Part 171 re- 
quire each State desiring to certify ap- 
plicators to submit a plan for such 
purpose, subject to approval by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA). On May 4, 1977, the Minnesota 
State Plan was approved contingent 
upon promulgation by the Minnesota 
Department of Agriculture (MNDA) of 
regulations necessary for the imple- 
mentation of the Minnesota State 
Plan. Notice of contingent approval 
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was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
on May 23, 1977 (42 FR 26241). Subse- 
quently, on July 17, 1978, implement- 
ing regulations promulgated by the 
MNDA became effective. Having re- 
viewed these regulations and finding 
that all requisite legal authorities re- 
quired by FIFRA and 40 CFR Part 171 
are now enacted and promulgated, the 
Regional Administrator, EPA Region 
V, hereby gives notice that the Minne- 
sota State Plan is now a fully ap- 
proved State Plan. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


JOHN McGuriIRE, 
Regional Administrator, 
Region V. 


{FR Doc. 78-27064 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6712-01] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


{SS Docket Nos. 78-228, 78-229; File Nos. 
160-M-L-67, 162-M-L-28] 


NAVAJO COMMUNICATIONS CO., INC. AND 
JEANNINE HUNT 


Designating Applications for Consolidated 
Hearing on Stated Issues 


Adopted: July 25, 1978. 
Released: July 28, 1978. 


In re applications of: Navajo Com- 
munications Co., Inc., Grandview, 
Tex., Jeannine Hunt, Hanksville, 
Utah, for a Public Coast Class III-B 
station to serve Lake Powell, Utah. 

1. The above-captioned applications 
are for authority to operate Class III- 
B Public Coast stations to serve Lake 
Powell in Utah. Essentially, the appli- 
cants propose to serve the same area; 
therefore, the applications are mutual- 
ly exclusive by operation of the rules 
limiting duplication of _ services 
(§ 81.303). Accordingly, it is necessary 
to designate the applications for hear- 
ing to determine which, if any, appli- 
cation should be granted. Except for 
the issues specified herein, the appli- 
cations are otherwise qualified. 

2. Lake Powell was previously served 
by Public Coast, Class III-B radio sta- 
tion KTR-963 under license to The 
Telephone Company (TTC). TTC was 
found to be essentially a one-man op- 
eration controlled by Arthur W. 
Brothers (Initial Decision, FCC 75D- 
41 released August 17, 1975, Docket 
Nos. 20155-20177 and 20211) herein- 
after referred to as the Brothers’ pro- 
ceeding. In this proceeding, which was 
essentially a revocation proceeding 
against a number of FCC licenses held 
or controlled by Arthur W. Brothers, 
Docket No. 20158, File No. 68-M-ML- 
34, was concerned with an application 
for modification of license of station 
KTR-963. As a result of this proceed- 
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ing which was lengthy and reviewed 
by the U.S. Courts of Appeals, District 
of Columbia Circuit, it was determined 
that the license for station KTR-963 
expired by its terms on June 22, 1977, 
and no renewal application had been 
filed prior to expiration. Further, the 
application for modification was 
denied and the Commission stated, 
“We wish to emphasize that even if 
the license had not expired our conclu- 
sion in regard to the licensee’s basic 
qualifications would have compelled 
that the license be revoked.” This de- 
cision became final effective May 21, 
1978. The path is now clear to consider 
new applications for Public Coast III- 
B service at Lake Powell. 

3. The applications properly before 
us now ' for such facilities are the ap- 
plications of Navajo, and Jeannine 
Hunt (Hunt), file numbers as appear- 
ing in the caption. Inasmuch as the 
public is without service at this loca- 
tion it is our intention to proceed as 
expeditiously as possible in order that 
this‘ valuable service may be reinstitut- 
ed as soon as possible at Lake Powell. 

4. In view of the foregoing, it is or- 
dered, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 309(e) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended that the 
above-captioned applications are 
hereby designated for a hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
Order on the following issues: 

a. To determine which applicant 
would provide the public with better 
public coast station service based on 
the following considerations: 


(1) Coverage area and its relationship to the 
greatest number of potential users; 

(2) Hours of operation; 

(3) Rates and charges; 

(4) Ability to participate actively in the 
safety system; 

(5) Personnel available to operate the sta- 
tion and their experience in marine com- 
munications; and 

(6) Interconnection with landline facilities. 


b. To determine, in light of the evi- 
dence adduced on the foregoing issue, 
whether the public interest, conven- 
ience and necessity will be served by a 
grant of one of the subject applica- 
tions. 

5. It is further ordered, That the 
burden of proceeding with the intro- 
duction of evidence and the burden of 
proof is on each applicant with respect 
to its application, except issue (b) 
which is conclusory. 


'Navajo filed on June 22, 1977, and Hunt 
on February 2, 1978. Inasmuch as the li- 
cense of TTC for Public Coast III-B KTR- 
963 serving Lake Powell was the subject of 
litigation, the applications were held in a 
pending status until the matter of KTR-963 
was finally settled, i.e., May 21, 1978. An ap- 
plication by Kaibab Communications, Inc. 
for similar facilities was dismissed prior to 
this designation Order because it failed to 
file a financial statement as requested. 


6. It is further ordered, That to avail 
themselves of an opportunity to be 
heard, Navajo and Hunt, pursuant to 
§ 1.221(c) of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall within 20 
days of the mailing of this Order, file 
with the Commission, in triplicate, a 
written appearance stating an inten- 
tion to appear on the date set for 
hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this Order. Failure 
to file a written appearance within the 
time specified may result in dismissal 
of the application with prejudice. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CommMISSION, 
CARLOS V. ROBERTS, 
Chief, Safety and Special 
Radio Services Bureau. 
{FR Doc. 78-27161 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6712-01] 
(BC Docket No. 78-287, et al.] 
MOULTON BROADCASTING CO., INC., ET AL. 


Designating Applications for Consolidated 
Hearing on Stated Issues 


Adopted: September 12, 1978. 
Released: September 20, 1978. 


In re applications of Moulton Broad- 
casting Co., Inc. (WHIY), Moulton, 
Ala., BC Docket No. 78-287, File No. 
BP-20,171, Has: 1530 kHz, 1 kW, D. 
Req: 1190 kHz, 1 kW, D, Benny Carle 
Broadcasting, Inc., Albertville, Ala., 
BC Docket No. 78-288, File No. BP- 
20,402, Req: 1190 kHz, 1 kW, D, J. D. 
Buffington & R. D. Miller, d.b.a. Mis- 
sissippi Broadcasting Co., Aberdeen, 
Miss., BC Docket No. 78-289, File No. 
BP-20,622, Req: 1190 kHz, 1 kW, D, for 
construction permits. 

1. The Commission, by the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, acting pursuant to 
delegated authority, has before it for 
consideration the above-captioned ap- 
plications, which are- mutually exclu- 
sive in that they involve interlinking 
prohibitive overlap. 

2. Benny Carle Broadcasting, Inc. 
(hereinafter ‘‘Benny Carle’’) has failed 
to comply with the requirements of 
the Primer on Ascertainment of Com- 
munity Problems by Broadcast Appli- 
cants, 27 FCC 2d 650, 21 RR 2d 1507 
(1971) Chereinafter ‘‘Primer’). By 
letter of April 10, 1978, the Commis- 
sion advised Benny Carle that it had 
failed to interview leaders represent- 
ing the following significant groups in 
Albertville, Alabama: industry, labor, 
the elderly, and youth and students.' 
By subsequent amendment, Benny 
Carle adequately identified industry 


‘Our deficiency letter also indicated that 
Benny Carle had failed to interview Albert- 
vile minority and ethnic leaders. In reply, 
Benny Carle stated that blacks constituted 
less than 1 percent of the population of the 
community. : 
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and youth leaders that it originally in- 
terviewed. Stor2 Broadcasting, 35 RR 
2d 785, 58 FCC 2d, 1333 (1975); Voice of 
Dixie, Inc., 45 FCC 2d 1027, 29 RR 2d 
1127 (1974). However, the Commission 
concludes that Benny Carle failed to 
interview any leaders representing 
labor, students, or the elderly. Al- 
though the demographic study sub- 
mitted indicates that Albertville has a 
wide variety of manufacturing and in- 
dustrial companies, the applicant has 
either not properly identified or inter- 
viewed any labor leaders. Voice of 
Dixie, supra. In addition, Benny Carle 
failed to interview student leaders per 
se. The applicant’s interviews with 
representatives of the local school 
system and the local college are not a 
substitute for contacts with students. 
Rose Broadcasting Company, FCC 78- 
496, adopted July 12, 1978, released 
August 11, 1978. The amendment indi- 
cates that several leaders of the elder- 
ly were surveyed. However, none of 
the persons listed have been shown to 
represent organizations of and for the 
elderly. J. Sherwood, Inc., 60 FCC 2d 
808, 38 RR 2d 297 (Rev. Bd. 1976). Ac- 
cordingly, a limited ascertainment 
issue will be specified. 

3. Except as indicated by the issues 
specified below, the applicants are 
qualified to construct and operate as 
proposed. However, because the pro- 
posals are mutually exclusive, they 
must be designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding on the issues 
specified below. 

4. Accordingly, it is ordered, That, 
pursuant to section 309(e) of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
the applications are designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding, 
at a time and place to be specified in a 
subsequent Order, upon the following 
issues: 


1. To determine the areas and populations 
which may be expected to gain or lose 
primary service from the proposed oper- 
ation of Station WHIY and the avail- 
ability of other primary aural service 
(1.0 mV/m or greater in the case of FM) 
to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the areas and populations 

which would receive primary service 
from the proposals of Benny Carle 
Broadcasting, Inc. and _ Mississippi 
Broadcasting Company and the avail- 
ability of other primary aural service 
(1.0 mV/m or greater in the case of FM) 
to such areas and populations. 
To determine whether Benny Carle 
Broadcasting, Inc. interviewed leaders of 
labor, the elderly, and students in con- 
nection with its ascertainment effort. 

4. To determine, in light of section 307(b) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, which of the proposals would 
best provide a fair, efficient and equita- 
ble distribution of radio service. 

5. To determine, in light of the evidence ad- 
duced pursuant to the foregoing issues, 
which, if any, of the applications for a 
construction permit should be granted. 


NOTICES 


5. It is further orderd, That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants, herein, pursu- 
ant to §1.221(c) of the Commission’s 
Rules, in person or by attorney shall, 
within 20 days of the mailing of this 
Order, file with the Commission, in 
triplicate, a written appearance stating 
an intention to appear on the date 
fixed for the hearing and present evi- 
dence on the issues specified in this 
Order. 

6. It is further ordered, That the ap- 
plicants herein shall, pursuant to sec- 
tion 311(a)(2) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of 
the Commission’s Rules, give notice of 
the hearing, either individually or, if 
feasible and consistent with the Rules, 
jointly, within the time and in the 
manner prescribed in such Rule, and 
shall advise the Commission of the 
publication of such notice as required 
by § 1.594(g) of the Rules. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CommMISSION, 

WALLACE E. JOHNSON, 
Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 


(FR Doc. 78-27162 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6720-01] 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 


{H.C. No. 254] 


NLT CORP. AND NLT CAPITAL CORP., 
NASHVILLE, TENN. 


Extension of Comment Period on Application 
for Approval To Acquire Great Southern 
Corp., Houston, Tex. 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 


The Federal Savings and Loan In- 
surance Corporation (‘‘Corporation’’) 
has received an application from NLT 
Corp. and its wholly owned subsidiary 
NLT Capital Corp. for approval, pur- 
suant to section 408(e) of the National 
Housing Act, as amended, and § 584.4 
of the regulations for Savings and 
Loan Holding Companies, to acquire 
Great Southern Corp. a registered sav- 
ings and loan holding company con- 
trolling State Savings & Loan Associ- 
ation, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

By action of the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board (‘“FHLBB’’), as operating 
head of the Corporation, the deadiine 
for submission of written views or 
comments on the subject application 
has been extended to the close of busi- 
ness September 28, 1978. Ail such sub- 
missions shall be directed to the Direc- 
tor, Office of the District Banks, 
FHLBB, 1700 G Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20552. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

RONALD A. SNIDER, 
Assistant Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 78-27163 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[1505-01] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
AGREEMENTS FILED 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-23645, appearing on 
page 42040 in the issue of Tuesday, 
September 19, 1978, the date in the fif- 
teenth line of the second paragraph 
should have read, “September 29, 
1978”. 





[6750-01] 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
IC} AMERICAS, INC. 


Early Termination of Waiting Period of the 
Premerger Notification Rules 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 


ACTION: Granting of request for 
early termination of the 30-day wait- 
ing period of the premerger notifica- 
tion rules. 


SUMMARY: ICI Americas, Inc. is 
granted early termination of the 30- 
day waiting period provided by law 
and the premerger notification rules 
with respect to the proposed acquisi- 
tion of Allied Chemical Corp.’s Baton 
Rouge North Works vinyl chloride 
monomer plant. The grant was made 
by the Federal Trade Commission and 
the Assistant Attorney General in 
charge of the Antitrust Division of the 
Department of Justice in response to a 
request for early termination submit- 
ted by ICI Americas, Inc. Neither 
agency intends to take any action with 
respect to this action during the wait- 
ing period. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 13, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Malcolm R. Pfunder, Associate Di- 
rector for Premerger Notification, 
Bureau of Competition, Room 303, 
Federal Trade Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20580, 202-523-3894. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 7A of the Clayton Act, 15 
U.S.C. 18a, as added by sections 201 
and 202 of the MHart-Scott-Rodino 
Antitrust Improvements Act of 1976, 
requires persons contemplating certain 
mergers or acquisitions to give the 
Commission and Assistant Attorney 
General advance notice and to wait 
designated periods before consumma- 
tion of such plans. Section 7A(b)(2) of 
the act and § 803.11 of the rules imple- 
menting the act permit the two agen- 
cies, in individual cases, to terminate 
this waiting period prior to its expira- 


INFORMATION 
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tion and to publish notice of this 
action in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
Caro. M. THOMAS, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27200 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[6820-38] 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


{Federal Property Management Regs.; 
Temporary Reg. F-472] 


SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
Delegation of Authority 


1. Purpose. This regulation delegates 
authority to the Secretary of Defense 
to represent the interests of the execu- 
tive agencies of the Federal Govern- 
ment in a water rate increase proceed- 
ing. 

2. Effective date. This regulation is 
effective immediately. 

3. Delegation. a. Pursuant to the au- 
thority vested in me by the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949, 63 Stat. 377, as amended, 
particularly sections 201(a)(4) and 
205(d) (40 U.S.C. 481(a)(4) and 486(d)), 
authority is delegated to the Secretary 
of Defense to represent the consumer 
interests of the executive agencies of 
the Federal Government before the I- 
linois Commerce Commission involv- 
ing the application of the Illinois 
American Water Co. for a water rate 
increase. 

b. The Secretary of Defense may re- 
delegate this authority to any officer, 
official, or employee of the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

c. This authority shall be exercised 
in accordance with the policies, proce- 
dures, and controls prescribed by the 
General Services Administration, and 
shall be exercised in cooperation with 
the responsible officers, officials, and 
employees thereof. 


Jay SOLOMON, 
Administrator of 
General Services. 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 
[FR Doc. 78-27084 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[6820-22] 


REGIONAL PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON 
ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES 


Open Meeting 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Re- 
gional Public Advisory Panel on Archi- 
tectural and Engineering Services, 
Region 5, October 12, 1978, from 9 
a.m. to 5 p.m., Room 3520A, John C. 
Kluczynski Federal Building, 230 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Il. 


NOTICES 


The meeting will be devoted to the ini- 
tial step of the procedures for screen- 
ing and evaluating the qualifications 
of architect-engineers under consider- 
ation for selection to furnish profes- 
sional services for the proposed alter- 
ations for the U.S. Customs Cargo In- 
spection Facility and the USDA 
Animal Inspection Facility at the Am- 
bassador Bridge Border Station, De- 
troit, Mich. The meeting will also in- 
clude the review of the conceptual 
design for the proposed new USS. 
Courthouse Annex, Detroit, Mich. 
This meeting will be open to the 
public. 
CLARENCE S. SOCHOWSKI, 
Regional Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-27146 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4110-08] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


National Institutes of Health 
NATIONAL DIABETES ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463 notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the National 
Diabetes Advisory Board on October 
12, 1978, at the Twin Bridges Marriott, 
U.S. 1 and I-95, Washington, D.C. The 
time of the meeting may be obtained 
by contacting Mr. Raymond M. 
Kuehne, Executive Director of the 
Board, P.O. Box 30174, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, 301-496-6045. 

The meeting, which will be open to 
the public, is being held to continue 
review of the status and implementa- 
tion of national diabetes programs. At- 
tendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

Mr. Raymond M. Kuehne (address 
above) will provide summaries of the 
meeting and a roster of the committee 
members. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13,847, National Institutes of 
Health.) 
SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 
: SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management, 
Officer, NIH. 
{FR Doc. 78-27258 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-02] 


Office of Education 


COMMUNITY EDUCATION ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 


Meeting 


AGENCY: Office of Education, HEW, 
Community Education Advisory Coun- 
cil. 


ACTION: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of the 
forthcoming meeting of the Communi- 
ty Education Advisory Council. It also 
describes the functions of the Council. 
Notice of these meetings is required 
under section 10(a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, Pub. L. 92- 
624. This document is intended to 
notify the general public of their op- 


‘portunity to attend. 


DATES: MEETING: October 12-13, 
1978. 


ADDRESS: U.S. Office of Education, 
FOB-6, Room 4003, 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Margaret Beavan, Office of Educa- 
tion, Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare, Room 5622-ROB- 
3, 7th and D Streets SW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20202, telephone 202-245- 
0691. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Community Education Advisory 
Council is authorized under Pub. L. 
93-380. The Council is established to 
advise the Commissioner of Education 
on policy matters relating to the inter- 
est of community schools. All sessions 
of this meeting will be open to the 
public. On both days the meetings will 
begin at 9 a.m. and end at 4:30 p.m. 

The Community Education Advisory 
Council has in the past expended large 
portions of its time on efforts to create 
linkages between community educa- 
tion agencies and other organizations 
at national, State, and local levels. 
The Council formulated, during their 
last meeting held in Denver, Colo., on 
August 8-9, 1978, a comprehensive 
plan of action for its work in the 
coming year. Significant aspects of 
that plan for the 1979 fiscal year will 
be discussed. 

The Council will also discuss the 
findings of the evaluation final report 
for the community education program. 

The proposed agenda includes: 


(1) Federal planning, update, general ad- 
ministrative matters and related busi- 
ness; 

(2) legislative matters; 

(3) linkages—national and State; 

(4) special projects undertaken on behalf of 
the Council; 

(5) evaluation; 

(6) school-community-home initiative; 

(7) fiscal year 1979 grant application proce- 
dures; 

(8) issues on regulations; and 

(9) schedule of future meetings. 


Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings and shall be available for 
public inspection in room 5622, Re- 
gional Office Building 3, 7th and D 
Streets SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 22, 1978. 
JULIE ENGLUND, 
Director, 
Community Education Program. 
{FR Doc. 78-27216 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[i505-01]} 
Office of Education 
DIRECT, DISCRETIONARY GRANT PROGRAMS 
Closing Dates for Transmittal! of Applications 
for Fiscal Year 1979 
Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-23550 appearing on 
page 37618 in the issue of Wednesday, 
August 23, 1978, on page 37628 in the 
3d column, the 4th full paragraph, the 
last sentence should read, “Private 


metered postmarks or mail receipts 
will not be accepted without a legible 
date stamped by the U.S. Postal Serv- 
ice.” 


[4110-02] 


Office of Education 


NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 


Meeting 


AGENCY: National Advisory Council 
on Vocational Education. 

ACTION: Notice of public meeting. 
SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of 
forthcoming meetings of the National 
Advisory Council on Vocational Educa- 
tion. It also describes the functions of 
the Council. Notice of these meetings 
is required under the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S. Code, Appendix 
I Section 10(a)(2)). This document is 
intended to notify the general public 
of-its opportunity to attend. 


DATES: October 19-20, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Hotel Washington, 15th 
Street and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. The Federal 
Room, October 19; the Caucas Room, 
October 20. f 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Virginia Solt, NACVE STAFF, 425 
13th Street NW., Suite 412, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20004, 202-376-8873. 


The National Advisory Council on 
Vocational Education is established 
under section 194 of the Vocational 
Education Amendments of 1968, Pub. 
L. 90-576. The Council is directed to: 


(A) Advise the Commissioner con- 
cerning the administration of, prepa- 
ration of general regu.ations for, and 


INFORMATION 


NOTICES 


operation of, vocational education pro- 
grams supported with assistance under 
this title; 

(B) Review the administration and 
operation of vocational education pro- 
grams under this title, including the 
effectiveness of such programs in 
meeting the purposes for which they 
are established and operated, and 
make recommendations with respect 
thereto, and make annual reports of 
its findings and recommendations (in- 
cluding recommedations for changes 
in the provisions of this title) to the 
Secretary for transmittal to the Con- 
gress; and 


(C) Conduct independent evalua- 
tions of programs carried out under 
this title and publish and distribute 
the results thereof. 

The Committees and Task Forces of 
the Council are as follows: 


BOAE Task Force. 

Technical Assistance Committee. 

Legislative Committee. 

MERC Task Force. 

Task Force on Sex Equity in Vocational 
Education. 

Task Force on the Handicapped. - 


Information on meetings which may 
be planned for any or all of these 
groups may be obtained by calling the 
Council office as indicated. 

On October 19, 1978, the National 
Advisory Council on Vocational Educa- 
tion will meet in regular session from 
8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. at the Hotel Wash- 
ington in the Federal Room. The fol- 
lowing agenda will be included in the 
meeting: 


October 19, 1978 


8:30 a.m.—Convene. 

8:30 to 9 a.m.—Report of the Chairman, Ap- 
proval of Minutes of August Meeting, 
Report of the Executive Director, Year- 
end Budget Report. 

9 to 9:30 a.m.—Report from the National 
Center for Vocational Education: Dr. 
Robert Taylor, Director. 

9:30 to 10 a.m.—Report from the American 
Vocational Association: Dr. James E. Bot- 
toms, Executive Director. 

10 to 10:30 a.m.—Report on the Vocational 
Education Study and Report on Joint 
NACVE/NIE Research Study: Dr. Henry 
David, Director. 

10:30 to 12 Noon—NACVE planning session. 

12 to 1:30 p.m.—Recess. 

1:30 to 3 p.m.—NACVE planning session. 

3 to 3:30 p.m.—Presentation, ‘Proposed 
Model Statewide Training and Placement 
Program for All High School Graduates, 
1979-80,” Hon. Pierre S. du Pont, Gover- 
nor State of Delware. 

3:30 to 4:30 p.m.—NACVE planning session. 

4:30 to 5 p.m.—Invitation to public com- 
ment. 

5 p.m.—Recess. 


October 20, 1978 


8:30 a.m.to Noon—NACVE planning session. 
Noon—Adjourn. 

Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings and shall be available 14 
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days after the meeting for public in- 
spection at the Office of the National 
Advisory Council on Vocational Educa- 
tion, located at 425 13th Street NW., 
Suite 412, Washington, D.C. 20004. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on Sep- 
tember 18, 1978. 


RAYMOND C. PARROTT, 
Executive Director, National Ad- 
visory Council on Vocational 
Education. 


(FR Doc. 78-27197 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4310-84] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
(NM 34534] 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as’ 
amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), Transwestern Pipe- 
line Co. has applied for one 4-inch nat- 
ural gas pipeline right-of-way across 
the following land: 


NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NEW 
MExIco 


T.17S., R. 24E., 

Sec. 18, EZSW; 

Sec. 19, lot 3. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 0.655 of a mile of public land in 
Eddy County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their view should promptly send 
their name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, N. Mex. 
88201. 

FRED E. PADILLA, 
Chief, Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 


{FR Doc. 78-27147 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
(NM 34527, 34529) 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Applications 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 
Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
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amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), Northwest Pipeline 
Corp. has applied for two 42-inch nat- 
ural gas pipeline rights-of-way across 
the following lands: 


New MExIcoO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NEW 
MExIco 


T. 32 .N., R. 5 W.., 

Sec. 32, NW'‘4NW ‘4. 
T. 30 N., R. 7 W., 

Sec. 30, SW*4NE% and SE“ NW". 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 0.307 of a mile of public 
lands in Rio Arriba County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 6770, Albu- 
querque, N. Mex. 87107. 

FRED E. PADILLA, 
Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc. 78-27148 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


(NM 34526] 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), Gas Co. of New 
Mexico has applied for one 4-inch 
pipeline and related facilities right-of- 
way across the following land: 

New Mexico PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NEw 

MEXICO 
fie 
sec. 4, EX SE; 
ec. 9, E¥2NE% and SW‘%4NE%. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 0.91 of a mile of public land in 
Lea County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 


NOTICES 


Management, P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, 
N. Mex. 88201. 


FRED E. PADILLA, 
Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerais Operations. 


{FR Doc. 78-27149 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


[NM 34519, 34524, 34525] 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Applications 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), Southern Union 
Gathering Co. has applied for five 4- 
inch natural gas pipeline rights-of-way 
and related facilities within the follow- 
ing iands: 


New MeExXIco PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NEW 
MEXxIco 

T.30N., R. 10 W., 

Sec. 26, lots 3, 6, and 11. 
T. 30 N., R. 11 W., 

Sec. 2, lot 5. 
T. 31 N., R. 11 -W., 

Sec. 35, SW'ASE". 
T. 31 N., R. 12 W., 

Sec. 12, lot 9; 

Sec. 22, lot 1; 

Sec. 25, NW'‘4NW '4. 


These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 1.07 miles of public lands in 
San Juan County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is .to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 6770, Albu- 
querque, N. Mex. 87107. 


Rav. E. MARTINEZ, 
Acting Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 


{FR Doc. 78-27150 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
(NM 34492, 34507 and 34522) 
NEW MEXICO 


Notice of Applications 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 
Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. has applied for three 4%-inch 


natural gas pipeline rights-of-way 
across the following lands: =f 


NEw MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NEW 
MExIco 


T. 28 N., R. 6 W., 
Sec. 11, lot 2. 

T. 29 N., R. 6 W., 
Sec. 35, SE“SW'. 

T. 30 N., R. 8 W., 
Sec. 7, E“ZSE'%; 
Sec. 8, SW%4SW'. 

T.32N., R..129., 
Sec. 18, NEY“NE'. 


These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 0.764 of a mile of public 
lands in Rio Arriba and San Juan 
Counties, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 6770, Albu- 
querque, N. Mex. 87107. 


FRED E. PADILLA, 
Chief, Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 
{FR Doc. 78-27151 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


(NM 34521] 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 
Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. has applied for a cathodic pro- 
tection station right-of-way across the 
following land: 
New MEXIco PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NEW 
MEXICO 


T.25S.,R.1E., 
Sec. 19, SW%NE% and NW%SE'%. 


This cathodic protection station will 
be used for natural gas operations 
across 0.212 of a mile of public land in 
Dona Ana County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
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Management, P.O. Box 1420, Las 
Cruces, N. Mex. 88001. 


FRED E. PADILLA, 
Chief, Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 


[FR Doc. 78-27152 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
(N-300] 
NEVADA 


Opportunity for Public Hearing and Republica- 
tion of Notice of Proposed Withdrawal 
SEPTEMBER 14, 1978. 
The Federal Aviation Administra- 


tion filed application N-300 on Octo-. 


ber 10, 1966 with an amendment filed 
March 6, 1972, for a withdrawal in re- 
lation to the following described lands: 


Mount DraBLo MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T. 29N., R. 45 E., 

A circular plot with a radius of 200 feet, 
the center of which is the on-site ARSR 
tower, located S. 87°48'W., 1,790 feet 
from the Mount Lewis triangulation sta- 
tion in the NW quarter of Section 12, 
containing approximately 2.9 acres. 


The applicant desires the land for 
the continued operation and mainte- 
nance of the existing Air Route Sur- 
veillance Radar Facility known as 
Battle Mountain ARSR-2. 

A notice of the proposed withdrawal 
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
on November 17, 1966, Volume 31 No. 
223, page 14657, Document No. 66- 
12452, and amended by notice pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
May 5, 1972, Volume page 9144, Docu- 
ment 72-6891. 

Pursuant to section 204(h) of the 
Federal Land Policy and Manageruent 
Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2754, notice is 
hereby given that an opportunity for a 
public hearing is afforded in connec- 
tion with the pending withdrawal ap- 
plication. All interested persons who 
desire to be heard on the proposed 
withdrawal must file a written request 
for a hearing with the State Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, at the 
address shown below within 40 days 
from the date of publication of this 
notice. Upon determination by the 
State Director that a public hearing 
will be held, a notice will be published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER, giving the 
time and place of such hearing. The 
hearing will be scheduled and conduct- 
ed in accordance with BLM Manual 
Sec. 2351.16 B. All previous comments 
submitted in connection with the 
withdrawal application have been in- 
cluded in the record and will be con- 
sidered in making a final determina- 
tion on the application. 

In lieu of or in addition to attend- 
ance at a scheduled public hearing, 
written comments or objections to the 
pending withdrawal application may 


NOTICES 


be filed with the undersigned author- 
ized officer of the Bureau of Land 
Management within the 40 day period 
allowed. 

The above described lands are tem- 
porarily segregated from the operation 
of the public land laws, including the 
mining laws, to the extent that the 
withdrawal applied for, if and when 
effected, would prevent any form of 
disposal or appropriation under such 
laws. Current administrative jurisdic- 
tion over the segregated lands will not 
be affected by the temporary segre- 
gaion. In accordance with section 
204(g) of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management act of 1976 the segrega- 
tive effect of the pending withdrawal 
application will terminate on October 
20, 1991, unless sooner terminated by 
action of the Secretary of the Interior. 

All correspondence in connection 
with this withdrawal should be ad- 
dressed to the. Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, Department of the Interior; 
Chief Division of Technical Services, 
300 Booth Street, Reno, Nev. 89509. 


Wma. J. MALENCIK, _ 
Chief, Division of 
Technical Services. 
{FR Doc. 78-27153 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


{Wyoming 64973] 
WYOMING 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 
of Colorado Springs, Colo. filed an ap- 
plication for a right-of-way to con- 
struct a 4%-inch O.D. pipeline for the 
purpose of transporting natural gas 
across the following described public 
lands: 


S1IxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING 


T. 21N., R. 94 W., 
Sec. 10, NYSW i. 


The proposed pipeline will transport 
natural gas from No. 9 Siberia Ridge 
unit well located in the SW% of sec- 
tion 10 in a generally northwesterly di- 
rection to a point of connection with 
an existing line in the NW% of section 
9, T. 21 N., R. 94 W., Sweetwater 
County, Wyo. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap- 
proved and, if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should do so prompt- 
ly. Persons submitting comments 
should include their name and address 


43771 


and send them to the District Man- 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
1300 Third Street, P.O. Box 670, Raw- 
lins, Wyo. 82301. 


WILLIAM S. GILMER, 
Acting Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 
{FR Doc. 78-27154 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
[Wyoming 64972] 
WYOMING 
Notice of Applicction 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 
of Colorado Springs, Colo. filed an ap- 
plication for a right-of-way to con- 
struct a 4%-inch O.D. pipeline for the 
purpose of transporting natural gas 
across the following described public 
lands: 


SIXTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING 


T.17N., R. 93 W., 
Sec. 18, lots 8, 9, 16, and 17. 


The proposed pipeline will transport 
natural gas from their Sinclair No. 1- 
18 Well located in the SW%SW% of 
section 18 in a northwesterly direction 
to an existing line located in section 7, 
T. 17 N., R. 93 W., Carbon County, 
Wyo. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap- 
proved and, if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should do so prompt- 
ly. Persons submitting comments 
should include their name and address 
and send them to the District Man- 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
1300 Third Street, P.O. Box 670, Raw- 
lins, Wyo. 82301. 


WiiraM S. GILMER, 
Acting Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 
{FR Doc. 78-27155 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
[Wyoming 65055] 
WYOMING 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 
Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), Colorado Interstate Gas Co. of 
Colorado Springs, Colo. filed an appli- 
cation for a right-of-way for one 6%- 
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inch pipeline, five 8%-inch pipelines, 
and one 4%-inch pipeline for the pur- 
pose of transporting natural gas across 
the following described public lands: 


SIxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING 


T. 20 N., R. 94 W., 
Secs. 18 and 30. 
T. 21 N., R. 94 W., 
Secs. 4, 8, 20 and 32. 
T. 22 N., R. 94 W., 
Secs. 8, 18, 20 and 32. 
T. 23 N., R. 94 W., 
Sec. 32. 
T. 20 N., R. 95 W., 
Sec. 12. 


These pipelines are proposed in 
order to increase the capacity to trans- 
port a substantial amount of addition- 
al natural gas to the main lines 
through Colorado Interstate Gas Co.’s 
Wamsutter Regulator Site at a loca- 
tion in the N*% of section 31, T. 20 N., 
R. 94 W., Sweetwater County, Wyo. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should do so prompt- 
ly. Person submitting comments 
should include their name and address 
and send them to the District Man- 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 670, 1300 Third Street, Raw- 
lins, Wyo. 82301. 


WittraM S. GILMER, 
Acting Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 


(FR Doc. 78-27156 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
Bureau of Land Management 
IDAHO 
BOISE DISTRICT 
Restricted Vehicle Use Closure Order 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Title 43 CFR Group 6000—Out- 
door Recreation, and in conformance 
with the principles established by the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 and the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, that ap- 
proximately 2,700 acres of land located 
within the Hagerman Fossil Beds in 
Twin Falls County, Idaho, are closed 
to motorized vehicles except on desig- 
nated roads and trails. 

Careful review and analysis in coop- 
eration with other agencies, profes- 
sionals in the field of paleontology. 
and the public has determined that 
uncontrolled use of this area by mo- 
torized vehicles is causing damage to 
scientific and natural features. Contin- 
ued indiscriminate use by motorized 
vehicles will cause severe damage to 
paleontological features of interna- 


NOTICES 


tional importance and to the terrain, 
soil, and vegetation. 

All forms of motorized vehicles, in- 
cluding those used in mining explora- 
tion, resource management and admin- 
istration, scientific investigations, 
farming practices, and the casual oper- 
ation for outdoor recreation purposes, 
are excluded from the area except on 
designated roads and trails. 

This closure applies to all public 
lands administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management within the area 
known as the Hagerman Fossil Beds. 
The area is bounded on the east by 
Lower Salmon Falls Rervoir on the 
Snake River, on the south by the 
paved Bell Rapids Road, on the west 
by developed farms, and on the north 
by an imaginary line through the 
center of section 10, T. 7S., R. 13 E., 
B.M. The legal description of this area 
is: 


Portions of Sections 9, 10, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 
28, 29, 32, and 33, T. 7S., R. 13 E., B.M., and 
Sections 3, 4, and 5, T. 8 S., R. 13 E., B.M. 


All Federal lands administered by 
the Bureau of Land Management 
within the above described areas are 
closed to vehicle use except on desig- 
nated roads and trails on a year-round 
basis until further notice. Signs will be 
posted to identify the exterior bound- 
aries and to mark trails open or closed 
to motorized use. A map of the closure 
areas is posted at the Twin Falls and 
Hagerman Post Offices, Twin Falls 
County Courthouse, and at the Boise 
District Office of the BLM located at 
230 Collins Road, Boise, Idaho 83702. 
Cooperation of all will be sincerely ap- 
preciated. 

D. Dra BIBLEs, 
District Manager. 


Approved: August 11, 1978. 


WILLIAM L. MATHEWS, 
State Director. 


(FR Doc. 78-27085 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


[NM 31869] 
NEW MEXICO 


Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands-Amendment; Correction 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 

Document Volume 43, No. 163 as 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER of 
Tuesday, -August 22, 1978, on page 
37225, is corrected as follows: 

Second column, T. 17 N., R. 6 W., 
Sec. 15, now reading EY%SW*™% should 
read E'2, SW. 

Second column, T. 22, R. 8 W., 
should read T. 22 N., R. 8 W. 

Second column, T. 22 N., R. 9 W., 
Sec. 28, now reading S %4 should read 
Sk. 


Third column, T. 16 N., R. 11 W., 
Sec. 22, now reading NE™% should read 
NE. 

Third column, T. 16 N., R. 15 W., 
Sec. 8 now reading NE% should read 
NE‘. 

Third column, T. 15 N., R. 17 W.,, 
Sec. 28 now reading NE™% should read 
NE". 

ARNOLD E. Petry, 
ACTING ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR. 
SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 


{FR Doc. 78-27087 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45) 


[4310-84] 
Bureau of Land Management 
WILDERNESS INVENTORY 
Commencement and Availability of Handbook 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Interior. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces 
the commencement of wilderness in- 
ventory on public lands outside Alaska 
by the Bureau of Land Management 
and the availability of the Wilderness 
Inventory Handbook to guide the wil- 
derness inventory process. The inven- 
tory, to identify the roadless areas of 
5,000 acres or more of contiguous 
public land or roadless islands with 
wilderness characteristics as wilder- 
ness study areas, is the first step in 
the wilderness review process. The 
next step of the review process will be 
studies to determine which of these 
areas and islands will be recommended 
as suitable or nonsuitable for wilder- 
ness designation by Congress as part 
of the National Wilderness Preserva- 
tion System. The wilderness inventory 
handbook is available on request from 
Washington, D.C., and State Offices of 
the Bureau of Land Management. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 27, 
1978. 


ADDRESS: All Washington and State 
Offices. The Washington Office ad- 
dress is: Director (370), Bureau of 
Land Management, 18th and C Streets 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20240. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, 
CONTACT: 


Terry Sopher at the above address 
or call 202-343-9353. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On February 27, 1978, the Bureau of 
Land Management issued Draft Wil- 
derness Policy and Review Procedures 
for conducting the review required by 
the Federal Land Policy and Manage- 
ment Act. That document was inten- 
sively reviewed by the public. It was 
discussed at more than 60 meetings 
held throughout the Western States, 
in the lake States, and in Washington, 
D.C. Some 5,000 letters and written 
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comments were sent to BLM on the 
proposed review procedures. The first 
result of that effort is the issuance of 
this handbook to guide BLM in its wil- 
derness inventory process. As noted in 
this handbook, wilderness inventory is 
only the first step in wilderness 
review. 
FRANK GREGG, 
Director. 
{FR Doc. 78-26990 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
{Wyoming 64964] 
WYOMING 


Application 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 
of Colorado Springs, Colo., filed an ap- 
plication for a right-of-way to con- 
struct a 4% inch O.D. pipeline for the 
purpose of transporting natural gas 
across the following described public 
lands: 


S1txTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING 


T. 15 N., R. 92 W., 
Sec. 23, S%#SE%; 
Sec. 26, W%NE% and SE“NW ‘4. 


The proposed pipeline will transport 
natural gas from their Federal No. 23- 
1 well located in the SE% of section 23 
extending in a generally northeasterly 
direction to a point in the SE% of sec- 
tion 26, T. 15 N., R. 92 W., Carbon 
County, Wyo. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap- 
proved and, if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should do so prompt- 
ly. Persons submitting comments 
should include their name and address 
and send them to the District Man- 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
1300 Third Avenue, P.O. Box 670, 
Rawlins, Wyo. 82301. 


HaroLpD G. STINCHCOMB, 
Chief, Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 


{FR Doc. 78-27086 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


National Park Service 
LAND ACQUISITION POLICY 
Extension of Public Comment Period 


INTRODUCTION: In FEDERAL REG- 
ISTER, Volume 43, No. 156, published 
on Friday, August 11, 1978, the Na- 
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tional Park Service announced that it 
is proposing revisions to the section of 
the Bureau’s land acquisition policy 
entitled Program Execution, primarily 
as it pertains to inholding areas. 

The National Park Service is inter- 
ested in obtaining public participation 
in the formulation of official policy 
and public understanding of the policy 
which is adopted. To that end, the 
Bureau held a series of public hearings 
to receive comments about the entire 
policy as set forth in the above refer- 
enced FEDERAL REGISTER notice. Writ- 
ten and oral testimony was taken and 
will be considered in the further revi- 
sion and clarification of National Park 
Service land acquisition policy. 

ACTION: The National Park Service 
opened a public record for comments 
on land acquisition policy. That 
record, which wili include the oral 
statements received at the scheduled 
hearings, was scheduled to remain 
open for written comments through 
September 20, 1978. Since the Nation- 
al Park Service has received indica- 
tions from a number of citizens and 
groups that they desire to comment on 
the policy but need additional time to 
formulate their responses, it has decid- 
ed to leave the public record open for 
an additional 30 days until October 20, 
1978. 

After compilation and review of the 
comments reviewed, the National Park 
Service may further revise its land ac- 
quisition policy. The intent is to have 
a formal effective policy on or about 
November 15, 1978. 


Dated: September 20, 1978. 


IRA J. HUTCHISON, 
Deputy Director, 
National Park Service. 
{FR Doc. 78-27160 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-09] 
Bureau of Reclamation 


(INT DES 78-39] 
NORTH LOUP DIVISION, NEBR. 


Notice of Availability of Draft Supplement to 
the Final Environmental Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Department of the Interior 
has prepared a draft supplement to 
the final environmental statement for 
the authorized North Loup Division, 
Nebr. The final statement, designated 
INT FES 72-31, was filed with the 
Council on Environmental Quality and 
publicly distributed on September 18, 
1972. 

The supplement addresses the geolo- 
gy of the Calamus and Davis damsites, 
ground-water quality in the service 
area, wildlife impacts, and researching 
techniques for improving livestock and 
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crop production without diminishing 
ground-water reserves by irrigation. 

Written comments may be submitted 
to the Regional Director (address 
below) on or before November 13, 
1978. 

Copies are available for inspection at 
the following locations: 


Director, Office of Environmental Affairs, 
Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Reclamation, Room 7626, Interior Build- 
ing, Washington, D.C. 20240. telephone 
202-343-4991. 

Assistant Commissioner—Engineering and 
Research, Engineering and Research 
Center, P.O. Box 25007, Denver Federal 
Center, Denver, Colo. 80225, telephone 
303-234-3022. 

Regional Director, Bureau of Reclamation. 
Lower Missouri Region. P.O. Box 25247. 
Denver Federal Center. Denver Colo 
80225, telephone 303-234-3779. 

Central Nebraska Projects Office, Second 
and Locust Streets, Grand Island, Nebr. 
68801, telephone 308-382-3660. 

Libraries in Omaha, Lincoln, O'Neill, Bur- 
well, Ord, Palmer, Taylor, Fullerton, 
Greeley, Scotia, North Loup, St. Paul, and 
Grand Island, Nebr.; and at Kearney State 
Coliege, Chadron State College, Wayne 
State College, and the University of Ne- 
braska at Omaha and Lincoln. 


Single copies of the final statement, 
the supplement, and the technical ap- 
pendices may be obtained on request 
to the Commissioner of Reclamation 
or the Regional Director at the ad- 
dresses listed above. Copies of the 
final environmental statement and the 
supplement are available at no charge. 
There is a charge of $5 per copy for 
the technical appendices. 


Dated: September 22, 1978. 


LARRY E. MEIEROTTO, 
Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior. 
{FR Doc. 78-27100 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-05 } 


Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement 


BLACK BUTTE COAL CO. 


Availability of Mining Plan For Public Review 


Black Butte Coal Co. of Point of 
Rocks, Wyo. has submitted a mine 
plan for a purposed surface mine 
under provisions of 30 CFR 211. This 
proposed mining operation was ana- 
lyzed in the Department of the Interi- 
or’s final enviornmental statement of 
August 31, 1978, entitled, ‘“‘Develop- 
ment of Coal Resources of Southwest- 
ern Wyoming.” Black Butte proposes 
to mine approximately 13,842 acres of 
Federal and private coal lands, in com- 
bination, located in Sweetwater 
County, Wyo. The Federal coal lands 
that wouid be affected by this oper- 
ation are included in Coal Lease No. 
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Wyoming—6266 located in Township 
19 North, Range 100 West, Township 
18 North, Range 100 West, and Town- 
ship 18 North, Range 101 West. The 
proposed plan has not been revised for 
completeness or adequacy by the 
Office of Surface Mining. 

A copy of the proposed mine plan is 
on file for public review at the Office 
of the Regional Director, Regions V, 
Office of Surface Mining. Comments 
are solicited from any person who may 
be affected by this proposal. 

Comments should be filed with the 
Regional Director within 30 days of 
the date of this publication. 

The address of the Regional Direc- 
tor is: Regional Director, Office of the 
Surface Mining, Room 270, Post Office 
Building, 1823 Stout Street, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 


Date: September 21, 1978. 


Toney HEapD, JR. 
Acting Director, Office fo Sur- 
face Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement. 


(FR Doc. 78-27164 Filed 9-26-78 2:31 pm] 





[7590-01] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


AGREEMENT FOR COOPERATION BETWEEN 
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON AND THE 
UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


The Commission, in mid-January 
1976 adopted the policy of entering 
into agreements with States that have 
been delegated responsibility by EPA 
for issuance of National Pollutant Dis- 
charge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permits under section 402 of the. Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act. 

Although considerable latitude is 
provided, generally such agreements 
embody the principles of the Second 
Nuclear Regualtory Commission/Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency Memo- 
randum of Understanding (NRC/EPA) 
(FR Vol. 40, No. 251, p. 60115 ff, De- 
cember 31, 1975) for cooperation in 
the licensing of nuclear power plants. 

To date, four such agreements have 
been consummated. Three of these 
agreements; those with the Virginia 
State Water Control Board, the New 
York State Board on Electric Genera- 
tion Siting and the Environment, and 
the Department of Environmental 
Conservation and Public Service, and 
the State of South Carolina were pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER Vol. 43, 
No. 88, p. 19485 ff, on May 5, 1978. 

The fourth is a very broad agree- 
ment and is entitled ‘“Memorandum of 
agreement Between the State of 
Washington and the U.S. Nuclear Reg- 
ulatory Commission.” It became effec- 
tive on September 6, 1978. This agree- 


NOTICES 


ment applies to all nuclear facilities 
subject to licensing by NRC or certifi- 
cation by the State; it applies to mat- 
ters beyond water quality. The text of 
this agreement is published below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

CONTACT: 
Frank W. Young, Office of State 
Programs, telephone 301-492—7794, 
or Bennett L. Harless, Division of 
Site Safety and Environmental Anal- 
ysis, telephone 301-492-8421, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 2055. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 20th 
day of September, 1978. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 
LEE V. GOsSIcK, 
Executive Director 
for Operations. 


MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
STATE OF WASHINGTON AND THE U.S. NUCLE- 
AR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


This Memorandum of Agreement between 
the State of Washington (hereafter “‘State’’) 
and the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis- 
sion (hereafter ‘““NRC’’) expresses the desire 
of the parties to cooperate in the regulation 
of nuclear activities; it sets forth mutually 
agreeable principles of cooperation between 
the State and NRC in areas subject to the 
jurisdiction of the State or the NRC or 
both. 

This agreement is intended to provide the 
basis of subsequent detailed subagreements 
between the parties. 

Close cooperation between the signatories 
will help assure that the goals and policies 
of State and Federal law and regulation will 
be carried out efficiently and expeditiously. 

With the execution of this Memorandum, 
the State and NRC agree to consult regular- 
ly and cooperate in exploring and divising 
appropriate procedures to minimize, to the 
extent possible, duplication of effort and to 
avoid delays in decision making so that ef- 
fective use will be made of the resources of 
the State and NRC. 


PRINCIPLES OF COOPERATION 


1. Toward these goals, the State and NRC 
agree to explore together the development 
of detailed subagreemetns in areas of 
mutual concern, including, but not necessar- 
ily limited to, environmental reviews (or 
portions thereof) of nuclear facilities sub- 
ject to licensing by NRC or certification by 
the State Energy Facility Site Evaluation 
Council (EFSEC); siting considerations; con- 
duct and structure/format of hearings; con- 
firmatory radiological environmental moni- 
toring around operating nuclear facilities; 
decommissioning of nuclear facilities; emer- 
gency preparedness planning; response to 
radiological incidents; and radioactive mate- 
rial transportation monitoring. 

2. Subagreements under this Memoran- 
dum may provide for activities to be per- 
formed by the NRC or the State under mu- 
tually acceptable guidelines and criteria 
which assure that the needs of both are 
met. 

3. For activities performed by the NRC or 
the State at the request of NRC or the 
State under specific subagreements to this 


Memorandum, the agency making the re- 
quest will explore means by which compen- 
sation may be made available to the other 
agency or by which the costs may be shared. 

4. NRC agrees to explore with the State 
the possiblitity of sharing of proprietary in- 
formation in NRC’s possession with the 
State. 

5, Each agency will explore means by 
which its training programs may be made 
available to the other. 

6. Nothing in this Memorandum is intend- 
ed to restrict or extend the statutory au- 
thority of either NRC or the State or to 
affect or vary the terms of the present 
agreement between the State and NRC 
under section 274b of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended. 

7. The principal NRC contact under this 
Memorandum shall be the Director of the 
Office of State Programs. The principal 
State contact shall be the Chairman of the 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 
(EFSEC). Subagreements will name appro- 
priate individuals, agencies or offices as con- 
tacts. 

8. This Memorandum shall take effect im- 
mediately upon signing by the State and the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and may 
be terminated upon 30 days written notice 
by either party. 


For the State of Washington: 


Dixy LEE Ray, 
Governor. 
For the United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission: 
LEE V. GossIck, 
Exectutive Dircctor for Operations. 


Dated at Olympia, Wash., this 6th day of 
September, 1978. 


{FR Doc. 78-27091 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 


{Docket Nos. 50-237 and 50-249] 
COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. 


Establishment of Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board To Rule on Petitions 


Pursuant to delegation by the Com- 
mission dated December 29, 1972, pub- 
ished in the FEDERAL REGISTER (37 FR 
28710) and §§ 2.105, 2.700, 2.702, 2.714, 
2.714a, 2.717, and 2.721 of the Commis- 
sion’s regulations, all as amended, an 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board is 
being established to rule on petitions 
and/or requests for leave to intervene 
in the following proceeding: 


‘COMMONWEALTH EDIson Co. (DRESDEN 
NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3) 


This action is in reference to a 
notice published by the Commission 
on August 11, 1978, in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (43 FR 35763) entitled ‘‘Pro- 
posed Issuance of Amendments to Op- 
erating Licenses.” 

The Chairman of this Board and his 
address is as follows: 


Edward Luton, Esq., Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel, U.S. Nu- 
clear Regulatory Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20555. 
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The other members of the Board 
and their addresses are as follows: 


Dr. Linda W. Little, Research Trian- 
gle Institute, P.O. Box 12194, Re- 
search Triangle Park, N.C. 27709. 


Dr. Forrest J. Remick, 305 East 
Hamilton Avenue, State College, Pa. 
16801. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 21st 
day of September 1978. 


JAMES R. YORE, 
Chairman, Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel. 


(FR Doc. 78-27092 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 
[Docket-Nos. 50-329A, 50-330A] 


CONSUMERS POWER CO. (MIDLAND PLANT, 
UNITS 1 AND 2) 


Order 


Before the Atomic Safety and Li- 
censing Board. Pursuant to an Order 
of this Board dated August 14, 1978, a 
conference with counsel was held on 
September 7, 1978, and a progress 
report was made concerning settle- 
ment negotiations. The report satis- 
fied the Board that the parties were 
diligently pursuing negotiations and 
had made substantial progress since 
the last report toward reaching a set- 
tlement. 

In order to continue monitoring the 
progress of negotiations and to receive 
further progress reports, a conference 
with counsel will be held at 9:30 a.m., 
local time, on October 12, 1978, in the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s 
Hearing Room, 5th Floor, East-West 
Towers, located at 4350 East-West 
Highway, Bethesda, Md. 20014. 


It is so ordered. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 20th 
day of September 1978. 


For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 
HuGH K. CLaRK, 
Chairman. 


{FR Doc. 78-27093 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 
{Docket No. 50-259] 
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 


Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operating 
License 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mision (the Commission) has issued 
Amendment No. 41 to Facility Operat- 
ing License No. DPR-33 issued to Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority (the licensee), 
which revised the technical specifica- 
tions for operation of the Brown’s 
Ferry Nuclear Plant, Unit No. 1 (the 
facility) located in Limestone County, 


NOTICES 


Ala. The amendment is effective as of 
the date of issuance. 

This amendment changes the tech- 
nical specificiations to permit oper- 
ation with one recirculation loop iso- 
lated. 

The application for this amendment 
complies with the standards and re- 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropri- 
ate findings as required by the Act and 
the Commission’s rules and regula- 


* tions in 10 CFR chapter I, which are 


set forth in the license amendment. 
Prior public notice of this amendment 
was not required since the amendment 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

The Commission has determined 
that the issuance of this amendment 
will not result in any significant envi- 
ronmental impact and that pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmental 
impact statement, or negative deelara- 
tion and environmental impact ap- 
praisal need not be prepared in con- 
nection with issuance of this amend- 
ment. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated September 15, 1978, 
(2) Amendment No. 41 to License No. 
DPR-33, and (3) the Commisison’s re- 
lated Safety Evaluation. All of these 
items are available for public inspec- 
tion at the Commission’s Public Docu- 
ment Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., and at the Athens 
Public Library, South and Forrest, 
Athens, Ala. 35611. A copy of items (2) 
and (3) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear Regula- 
tory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555, Attention: Director, Division of 
Operating Reactors. 


Daied at Bethesda, Md., this 19th 
day of September 1978. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 


Tuomas A. IPPOLITO, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 3, Division of Op- 
erating Reactors. 


(FR Doc. 78-27094 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[3110-01] = 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 


CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 


The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use 
in collecting information from the 
public received by the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget on September 21, 
1978 (44 U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of 


43775 


publishing this list in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER is to inform the public. 

The list includes the title of each re- 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of 
information; the agency form 
number(s), if applicable; the frequency 
with which the information is pro- 
posed to be collected; an indication of 
who will be the respondents to the 
proposed collection; the estimated 
number of responses; the estimated 
burden in reporting hours; and the 
name of the reviewer or reviewing divi- 
sion or office, 

Requests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant issues are to be 
approved after brief notice through 
this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this daily list may be obtained from 
the clearance office, Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503, 202-395-4529, or from the re- 
viewer listed. 


NEw FoRMS 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, Shellfish Processor’s Report, 
NOAA-88, 142, weekly, shellfish proces- 
sors, 2,600 responses, 2,600 hours, C. Louis 
Kincannon, 395-3211. 

Industry and Trade Administration, study 
of field research and data/information, 
collection on technology transfer, ITA- 
825P, single-time, firms with R&D estabs. 
which are owned by foreign firms, 100 re- 
sponses, 125 hours, C. Louis Kincannon, 
395-3211. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 


Office of Education, report of defaulted 
loan (National Direct Student Loan Pro- 
gram), OE-574, semiannually, institutions 
of postsecondary education, 6,600 re- 
sponses, 3,300 hours, Laverne V. Collins, 
395-3214. 

Public Health Service, behavioral proce- 
dures for reducing worker exposures to 
carcinogens, single-time, workers exposed 
to styrene, 600 responses, 378 hours, 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7956. 

Health Resources Administration, impact 
evaluation of short-term training opportu- 
nities for long-term care providers ques- 
tionnaire, single-time, nursing home em- 
ployees, 2,306 responses, 796 hours, Rich- 
ard Eisinger, 395-3214. 

Public Health Service, national HMO 
census, annually prepaid health care 
plans, 175 responses, 2,626 hours, Richard 
Eisinger, 395-3214. 

Social Security Administration, request for 
parent locator services, SSA-2953, on occa- 
sion, State-child support agencies, 75,000 
responses, 6,250 hours, Reese B. F. 395- 
3211. 

Office of Human Development, evaluation 
of the Head Start bilingual bicultural cur- 
riculum development project, other (see 
SF-83), bilingual bicultural curriculum 
teachers and teacher aides, 120 responses, 
60 hours, human resources division, 395- 
3532. 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Department and other legal identity report, 
2000-7, on occasion, all coal or other mine 
oper. or any design indep. contr., 24,000 
responses, 12,000 hours, Strasser, A., 395- 
6132. 

Departmental and other record of individu- 
al exposure to Radon Daughters, MSHA 
4000-9, annually metal/nonmetal mining 
and milling operations, 100 responses, 800 
hours, Strasser, A., 395-6132. 


REVISIONS 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 


Income—net worth and employment state- 
ment, 21-527, on occasion, veteran 174,000 
responses, 174,600 hours, Caywood, D. P., 
395-3443. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Economics, statistics, and cooperatives serv- 
ice, multiframe hog and cattle survey, 
quarterly, hog and cattle farmers, 185,167 
responses, 45,872 hours, Ellett, C. A., 395- 
6132. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 


National Center for Education Siatistics 
NLS fourth followup field test, 2,422, 
2,423, single-time, graduates of the high 
school class of 197i, 22,000 responses, 
22,000 hours, Office of Federal Statistical 
Policy and Standard, Laverne V. Collins, 
673-7956. 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental Health Ad- 
ministration, study of the impact of 
family therapy treatment on client out- 
comes and program functioning, single- 
time, drug treatment program staff and 
clients, Richard Eisinger, 395-3214. 

Health Care Financing Administration 
(medicare), quarterly estimates of expend- 
itures for medical assistance payments, 
HCFA 65, series, quarterly, State agencies 
administering medical assistance per title 
XIX, 440 responses, 1,320 hours, Caywood, 
D. P., 395-3443. 

Office of the Secretary, income survey de- 
velopment program—1978 research panel 
(January 19879), OS-6-78-A, quarterly, 
household members in national probabil- 
ity sample, 2,350 responses, 11,750 hours, 
Office of Federal Siatistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7856. 

Social Security Administration, application 
for hospital insurance, SSA-18 F'4, on oc- 
casion, persons over 65 do not app. eligibil- 
ity benefits, but want health insurance, 
15,000 responses, 3,750 hours, Reese B. F., 
395-3211. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Law Enforcement Assistance Administra- 
tion, national crime survey basic screen 
questionnaire, crime incident report, non- 
interview record, control card NCS-1, 2, 7, 
and 500, on occasion, households in 376 
PSU’s, 917 responses, 153 hours, Office of 
Federal Statistical Policy and Standard, 
Laverne V. Collins, 673-7956. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR: 


Bureau of Labor Statistics, job vacancy in- 
formation in electric appliance repair 
shops, 2751A, 27518, 2752A, 753F, 2753G, 
275AF, cal., 552, on occasion, established 
in specialized SIC’s, and SMSA’s; sel. 
firms with repair facility, 33,400 responses 
100,209 hours, Strasser, A., 395-6132. 


NOTICES 


EXTENSIONS 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


ERDA uniform contractor reporting guide 
(UCRG), DOE 533P, 533M, 534P, 534M, 
535, 536, 537, and 538, other (see SF-83), 
DOE contractors, 99,360 responses, 74,520 
hours, C. Louis Kincannon, 395-3211. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Serv- 
ice, black stem rust inspectors report 
(plant pest control), PPQ 543, on occasion, 
barberry nurserymen, $00 responses, 450 
hours, Ellett, C. A., 395-6132. 

Economics, Statistics, and Cooperative Serv- 
ice, chicken and egg report, monthly, egg 
producers, 51,200 responses, 5,120 hours, 
Ellett, C. A., 395-6132. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration, image re- 
ceptor module, FD 2578A, single-time, op- 
erators of X-ray equipment, 560 responses, 
140 hours, Office of Federal Statistical 
Policy and Standard, 673-7956. 

Social Security Administration: 

Domestic service questionnaire, SSA-7155- 
F4, on occasion, employers of domestic 
employees, 20,000 responses, 10,000 
hours, Reese B. F., 395-3211. 

Application for benefits for an individual 
in a mental institution, SSA-2333, on oc- 
casion, public mental institutions, 25,000 
responses, 3,825 hours, Reese B. F., 395- 
3211. 

Letter to employer requesting him to fur- 
nish wages earned by beneficiary, SSA- 
L725, on occasion, any employer who 
has wages to report for an employee, 
263,000 responses, 21,900 hours, Reese 
B. F., 395-3211. 

Social Security Administration, employment 
relationship questionnaire, SSA-7160 F4, 
on occasion,-employees and employers 
who must have work relations resolved for 
social security, 50,000 responses, 25,000 
hours, Reese B. F., 385-3211. 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 


Housing management, family’s dwelling 
unit inspection report, section 8, existing 
housing, HUD 52579, HUD 52580, on occa- 
sion, families participating in section 8 
program, 100,000 responses, 150,000 hours, 
Caywood, D. P., 395-3443. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Bureau of Labor Statistics, information for 
the wholesale price index, 473C, 473D, 
monthly, electric utilities petroleum com- 
panies, 1,618 responses, 353 n0urs, 
Strasser, A., 395-6132. 

Employment Standards Administration, 
wage transcription and computation 
sheet, WH-55, on occasion, individual em- 
ployers, 42,900 responses, 10,500 hours, 
Strasser, A., 395-6132. 

Bureau of Labor Statistics, work injury 
report, BLS-98, single-time, workers in- 
jured as a result of specified source, 3,000 
responses, 500 hours, Office of Federal 
Statistical Policy and Standard, 673-7956. 


Davip R. LEUTHOLD, 
Budget and Management Officer. 


(FR Doc. 78-27253 Filed 7-26-78; 8:45 am] 


{3110-01 ] 
CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 


The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use 
in collecting information from the 
public received by the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget on September 20, 
1978 (44 U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of 
publishing this list in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER is to inform the public. 

The list includes the title of each re- 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of 
information; the agency form 
number(s), if applicable; the frequency 
with which the information is pro- 
posed to be collected; and indication of 
who will be the respondents to the 
proposed collection; the estimated 
number of responses; the estimated 
burden in reporting hours; and the 
name of the reviewer or reviewing divi- 
sion or office. 

Requests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant issues are to be 
approved after brief notice through 
this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this daily list may be obtained from 
the clearance office, Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503, 202-395-4529, or from the re- 
viewer listed. 


NEw Forms 


COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 


Survey instruments—weatherization evalua- 
tion, single-time, local CAA staff; weather- 
ization applicant and clients, Reese, B. F., 
Human Resources Division, 395-3211. 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


A survey of users and nonusers of energy 
extention service programs, single-time, 
program users and nonusers of EES pro- 
grams, 17,000 responses, 2,333 hours, 
Energy and Science Division, C. Louis 
Kincannon, 395-3810. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 


National Institutes of Health, cooperative 
study of sickle cell disease, on occasion, 
6,000 responses, 2,000 hours, Richard Hi- 
singer, 395-3214. 

Public Health Service, smoking question- 
naire for the development of a telephone 
health interview system, single-time, per- 
sons age 17+ in households with tele- 
phone in civilian noninstitutional popula- 
tion, 10,600 responses, 876 hours, Richard 
Hisinger, 395-3214. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Bureau of Labor Statistics, utility informa- 
tion authorization, BLS-CCE, 10(X), 
single-time, households in three test 
areas—Philadelphia, Akron, and Wal- 
worth City, 800 responses, 67 hours, 
Strasser, A., 395-6132. 
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REVISIONS 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Rural Electrification Administration, cost 
estimates and loan budget for electric bor- 
rowers, REA 740C, on occasion, REA fi- 
nanced rural electric cooperatives, 600 re- 
sponses, 6,300 hours, Ellett, C. A., 395- 
6132. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 


Public Health Service, 1979 health interview 
survey questionnaire, other (see SF-83), 
sample households representing the civil- 
ian noninstitutional 
United States, 40,600 responses, 27,490 
hours, Office of Federal Statistical Policy 

* and Standard, 673-7956. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Bureau of Labor Statistics, annual OSHA 
prenotification of recordkeeping require- 
ments and survey, OSHA 200S and 
200PRE, annually, employers in the pri- 
vate sector and State and local gavern- 
ment, Strasser, A., 395-6132. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Serv- 
ice, transmittal of biological product 
labels, circulars and outlines for review, 
VS 14-15, on occasion, veterinary biologi- 
cal procedures, 2,605 responses, 320 hours, 
Ellett, C. A., 395-6132. 

Economics, Statistics, and Cooperatives 
Service, April acreage survey, annually, 
farmers, 95,000 responses, 15,860 hours, 
Ellett, C. A., 395-6132. 


Davin R. LEUTHOLD, 
Budget and Management Officer. 


(FR Doc. 78-27252 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[8010-01] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


{Release No. 10411; 812-4347) 


A CORPORATE TRUST, SERIES 1 (AND SUBSE- 

QUENT SERIES) AND BEAR, STEARNS & CO. 

Filing of Application 
SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that a corpo- 
rate trust, series 1 (and subsequent 
series) (“Trust”), a unit investment 
trust registered under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (‘Act’), and its 
sponsor, Bear, Stearns & Co. (“Spon- 
sor’), 55 Water Street, New York, N.Y. 
10041, (collectively ‘““Applicants’’), filed 
an application on August 10, 1978, and 
an amendment thereto on September 
15, 1978, for an order, pursuant to sec- 
tion 6(c) of the Act, exempting Trust 
from the provisions of sections 14(a) 
and 22(d) of the Act and rules 19b-1 
and 22c-1 thereunder. All interested 
person are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for 4 
statement of the representations con- 
tained therein, which are summarized 
below. 


population of the 


NOTICES 


be created under the laws of 
chusetts pursuant to a separate 
agreement (“Agreement”) among 
Sponsor, Bradford Trust Co. as trustee 
(“Trustee”), Bradford Trust Co. of 
Boston as cotrustee, and Interactive 
Data Services, Inc., as evaluator (‘‘Eva- 
luator’’). Each Agreement will contain 
certain standard terms and conditions 
of trust which will be common to each 
Series of Trust, and each Agreement 
will be executed and delivered on or 
before the time the registration siate- 
ment filed pursuant to the Securities 
Act of 1933 with respect to the partic- 
ular Series becomes effective. 

Pursuant to each Agreement, Spon- 
sor will deposit with Trustee debt obli- 
gations (‘Debt Obligations”), which 
Sponsor shall have accumulated for 
such purpose, in a principal amount at 
least equal to the aggregate offering 
price of the units (‘Units’) of the 
Trust to be offered. Simultaneously 
with such deposit, Trustee will deliver 
to Sponsor registered certificates for 
the Units which will represent the 
entire ownership of the particular 
Trust. Sponsor will in turn offer these 
Units for sale to the public. 

Applicants represent that the Debt 
Obligations will not be pledged or in 
any other way be subjected to any 
debt at any time after the Debt Obli- 
gations are deposited in a Trust, 
except for the lien of Trustee as secu- 
rity for certain liabilities as set forth 
in the Agreement. Applicants state 
that the Debt Obligations will be long- 
term debt obligations issued primarily 
by corporations. The assets of each 
Trust will consist of Debt Obligations, 
such. debt obligations as may have 
been acquired in exchange for or sub- 
stituted for Debt obligations or for 
such debt obligations, accrued and un- 
distributed interest and undistributed 
cash. Applicants also state that certain 
Debt Obligations may be sold from 
time to time under special circum- 
stances which are set forth in the 
Agreement or may be redeemed or 
may mature in accordance with their 
terms. 

Each Unit of a Trust will represent a 
factional undivided interest in such 
Trust. The numerator of the fraction- 
al interest represented will be 1, the 
denominator will be the number of 
Units in the particular Trust then out- 
standing. Units will be redeemable and 
in the event that any Units shall be re- 
deemed, the denominator of the frac- 
tion will be reduced and the fractional 
undivided interest represented by each 
Unit will be increased. Units will 
remain outstanding until redeemed or 
until the termination of the Agree- 
ment. The Agreement with respect to 
any particular Trust may be terminat- 
ed by agreement of the holders of 
Units of such Trust (‘Certificate hold- 
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ers”) holding 67 percent of the Units 
then outstanding, or, if the value of 
the Debt Obligations in a particular 
Trust shall fall below 40 percent of 
the aggregate principal amount of the 
Debt Obligations originally deposited 
in such Trust, upon direction of Spon- 
to Trustee, provided that in n 
event will a Trust continue beyond the 
eariier of the disposition of the last 
Debt: Obligation in the Trust or the 
expiration of twenty years after the 
death of the last survivor of the six 
persons named in the Agreement. 

Following the deposit of Debt Obli- 
in a Trust by Sponsor, 
daie upon which such Trust’s registra- 
tion statement under the Securities 
Act of 1933 becomes effective, and the 
date upon which clearance by the se- 
curities authorities of various states is 
received, A,plicants state that Spon- 
sor will offer Units of the Trust to the 
public at the public offering prices set 
forth in the prospectus for such Trust 
plus a sales charge of 4% percent. Ap- 
plicants also state that during the ini. 
tial offering period, purchasers of 100 
or more Units of each Trust will be en- 
titled to a discount from the public of- 
fering price of $5 per Unit. Applicants 
represent that Sponsor intends to 
maintain a market for Units of each 
Trust and continuously to offer to 
purchase such Units at prices in excess 
of the redemption prices as set forth 
in the Agreement. Applicants state 
that in the absence of this secondary 
market, investors may only be able to 
dispose of their certificates by redeem- 
ing them. 


sor 


ratianc ‘ 
€avions the 


SEcTION 6(c) 


Section 6(c) of the Act -provides, in 
part, that the Commission may, upon 
application, conditionally or uncondi- 
tionally exempt any person, security, 
or transaction, or any class or classes 
of persons, securities, or transactions 
from any provisions of the Act or from 
any rule or reguiation under the Act, 
if and to the extent that such exemp- 
tion is necessary or appropriate in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
protection of investors and the pur- 
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act. 


SECTION 14(a) 


Section 14(a) of the Act provides, in 
substance, that no registered invest- 
ment company and no principal under- 
writer for such company shal! made a 
public offering of securities of which 
such company is the issuer unless (1) 
the company has a net worth of at 
least $100,000; (2) such company has 
previously made a public offering of 
its securities, and at the time of such 
offering had a net worth of $160,000; 
or (3) provision is made that a net 
worth of $100,000 will be obtained 
from not more than 25 responsible 
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persons within 90 days, or the entire 
proceeds received by such company, 
including any sales charge, will be re- 
funded on demand. 

Applicants request an order, pur- 
suent to section. 6(c) of the Act, 
exempting the Trust from compliance 
with the provisions of section 14(a) of 
the Act. In support of the requested 
exemption, Applicants represent that 
Sponsor agrees (1) to refund the sales 
load to purchasers of Units in any 
Trust, if within 90 days after the regis- 
tration of such Trust under the Secu- 
rities Act of 1933 becomes effective, 
the net worth of such Trust shall be 
reduced to less than $100,000 or if 
such Trust is terminated, (2) to in- 
struct Trustee on the date Debt Obli- 
gations are deposited in any 
that if such Trust shall at any time 
have a net worth of less than 40 per- 
cent of the aggregate principal 
amount of the Debt Obligations origi- 
nally deposited in such Trust, as a 
result of redemption by Sponsor of 
Units constituting a part of the unsold 
Units, then Trustee shall terminate 
such Trust in the manner provided in 
the Agreement with respect to such 
Trust and distribute any Debt Obliga- 
tions or other assets deposited with 
Trustee pursuant to such Agreement 
as provided therein; and (3) in the 
event of termination for the reasons 
described in (2) above, to refund any 
sales load to any purchaser of Units 
purchased from Sponsor. 


SEcTION 22(d) 


Certificateholders of each Series of 
Trust will have the option to reinvest 
automatically and at a reduced sales 
charge income and principal distribu- 
tions into Units of future Series 
(“Future Series’) or, if no Future 
Series is available, into Units of a pre- 
viously formed Series which have been 
purchased by Sponsor in the second- 
ary market and with respect to which 
a registration statement is currently 
effective (‘Secondary Series’’) (Future 
Series and Secondary Series are coilec- 
tively referred to as ‘Available 
Series”). Each Certificateholder who 
elects the automatic reinvestment 
option (‘““Plan’’) will have his mnteres 
and principal distributions reinvested 
on each semiannual payment date in 
fractional units (“Plan Units’) of the 
then currently effective Available 
Series. Applicants state that it is Spon- 
sor’s intention that an Available Series 
will be offered on or about each semi- 
annual record date, which shall be 
June 1 and December 1 of each year. 
Each Available Series will be a unit in- 
vestment trust similar to Trust. On or 
about each semiannual record date, a 
current prospectus relating to the 
semiannual record date, a current pro- 
spectus relating to the Available Series 
will be mailed to each participant 


Trust - 
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along with a letter which will remind: 


each partic pant that Plan Units are 
being purchased for him uniess he no- 
tifies Trustee by the next semiannual 
payment date that he no longer wishes 
to participate in the Plan or in the 
particular transaction. If (a) Sponsor 
does not have a currently effective 
Available Series on any payment date 
or (b) the Available Series materially 
differs from the Trust in Sponsor's 
opinion, then Applicants state it is 
Sponsor’s intention to suspend the 
Pian and distribute to each participant 
his regular semiannuai distribution in 
cash. If the Plan is so suspended, it 
will resume with the next semiannual 
payment date. 

Applicants state that they propose 
to offer the right to participate in the 
Plan only to Certificateholders of 
record in each Series of Trust who 
have selected the semiannual plan of 
distribution. Applicants state that a 
Certificateholder will be able to join 
the Plan at any time by delivering an 
authorization: form to Trustee and 
that a participant may withdraw at 
any time upon written notice to Trust- 
ee. Once delivered to Trustee, an au- 
thorization form will constitute a valid 
election to participate in the Plan with 
respect to all Units purchased in the 
Trust (and with respect to Plan Units 
purchased with the distributions from 
the Units purchased in the Trust) for 
each subsequent distribution as long 
as the Certificateholder continues to 
participate in the Plan. However, if 
there should be a material change in 
the policies of Applicants which ad- 
versely affects Certificateholders or 
Pian participants, the authorization 
will be voided and participants will be 
both notified of the policy change and 
provided with a new authorization 
form which must be returned to Trust- 
ee before the Certificateholder ‘will 
again be able to participate in the 
Plan. 

Inless a Certificateholder notifies 
Trustee in writing to the contrary, any 
Certificateicider who has acquired 
Units through the Plan will be deemed 
to have elected both the semiannual 
plan of distribution and to participate 
in the Plan with respect to distribu- 
tions made in connection with Units so 
purchased under the Pian. A Ceritifica- 
tehoider may withdraw from the Plan 
with respect to distributions related to 
Plan Units, and remain-in the Plan 
with respect to Units acquired other 
than through the Pian. All distribu- 
tions made with respect to Plan Units 
will be accumulated with distributions 
generated from the Units of the Series 
of Trust used to purchase such addi- 
tional Plan Units, but no distributions 
generated from Units of other Series 
will be accumulated with the forego- 
ing distributions for Plan purchases. 
Thus, if a person owns Units of. more 


than one Series (which are not the 
result of purchases under the Plan) 
then distributions with re <t to 
those Units will not be agerep.«.ed for 
purchases under the Plan. 

Under the Plan (subject to compli- 
ance with applicable State securities 
laws) participants will purchase Plan 
Units from Sponsor ata price equal to 
the aggregate offering price per Unit 
of the Debt Obligations in the Availa- 
ble Series portfolio divided by 100, 
plus a sales charge equal to 3.627 per- 
cent of the offering side evaluation of 
such Debt Obligations or 3% percent 
of the offering price per Plan Unit, 
rather than the customary 4% percent. 
sales charge which applies to all pri- 
mary and secondary sales of Units in 
the various Series of Trust, plus ac- 
crued interest. 

Section 22(d) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that no registered in- 
vestment company shal! sell any re- 
deemable security issued by it except 
to or through a principal underwriter 
for distribution or at a current public 
offering price described in the pro- 
spectus, and, if such class of security is 
being currently offered to the public 
by or through an underwriter, no prin- 
cipal underwriter of such security and 
no dealer shall sell any such security 
to any person, except a dealer, a prin- 
cipal underwriter or the issuer, except 
at a current public offering price de- 
scribed in the prospectus. 

Applicants request an order pursu- 
ant to section 6(c) of the Act, exempt- 
ing the Plan offered with respect to 
each Series from the provisions of sec- 
tion 22(d) of the Act. In support of 
their request, Applicants assert that 
applying a sales charge for Plan pur- 
chases of less than the customary 4% 
percent charge is both beneficial to 
Plan participants, and aiso is warrant- 
ed in light of the related cost savings. 
Applicants state that a charge of 1% 
percent of the price per Plan Unit is a 
reasonable and justifiable expense to 
be allocated by Sponsor to the solicit- 
ing broker for his profession. assist- 
ance to a participant in coiunection 
with each Available Series. For this 
purpose, a participant may designate 
the broker entitled to receive such 
commission. If no broker is designated 
in connection with a particular rein- 
vestment, no such aliocation shall be 
made and Sponsor wil! retain the com- 
mission. Applicants further assert that 
implementation and continuation of 
the Plan will create special out-of- 
pocket costs which should properly be 
borne by the Plan participants. Appli- 
cants represent that Sponsor believes 
that these special out-of-pocket ex- 
penses will amount to 1 percent of the 
price per Plan Unit. Finally, Appli- 
cants state that prior experience indi- 
cates that the normal out-of-pocket 
costs for establishing each Series will 
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f approximate 1 percent of the public 
'offe~ing price. of Units of each Availa- 
ble Series. Applicants represent that 
all such costs will be covered by the 
proposed 3% percent sales charge. 
Thus, Applicants conclude that the 
proposed 3'% percent sales charge for 
Plan purchases passes through certain 
cost savings to Plan participants and 
charges participants for reasonable ex- 
penses related to the creation of the 
Plan and for fees relating to periodic, 
professional], and financial advice. 


RULE 19b-1 


Applicants. propose to make distribu- 
tions of interest to Certificateholders 
either monthly or semiannually, de- 
pending upon the plan of distribution 
chosen by an available to each Certifi- 
cateholder. In addition,. Applicants 
state that distributions of principal, if 
any, will be made semiannually, and 
that. distributions of principal consti- 
tuting capital gains to Certificate- 
holders may arise in two instances: (1) 
If an issuer calls or redeems an issue 
held in the portfolio, and (2) if Units 
are redeemed and Debt Obligations 
are sold to provide the funds necessary 
for such redemption. In such in- 
stances, Applicants state that a Certi- 
ficateholder may. receive funds which 
constitute capital gains, because in 
some cases the value of the Debt Obli- 
gations sold will have increased since 
the date of initial deposit. Applicants 
anticipate that no capital gains will 
arise from the sale of Debt Obligations 
which may occur upon default on pay- 
ment of principal or interest, or the 
occurrence of other factors which in 
the opinion of Sponsor would make 
the retention of such Debt Obligations 
in the Trust detrimental to the inter- 
ests of the Certificateholders. 

Rule 19b-i(a) under the Act pro- 
vides, in substance, that no registered 
investment company which is a ‘“‘regu- 
lated investment company” as defined 
in section §51 of the Internal Revenue 
Code shall distribute more than one 
capital gain dividend in any one tax- 
able year. Rule 19b-1(b) under the Act 
contains a similar prohibition for a 
company not a “regulated investment 
company,” but permits a unit invest- 
ment trust to distribute capital gain 
dividenaus received from a “regulated 
investment company” within a reason- 
able time after receipt. 

Applicants request an order, pursu- 
ant to section 6(c) of the Act, exempt- 
ing the frequency of the capital gains 
distributions of the Trust from the 
provisions of rule 19b-1 under the Act. 
In support of their request, Applicants 
assert that a purpose of rule 19b-1(b) 
is to avoid forcing unit investment 
trusts to accumulate valid distribu- 
tions received throughout the year, 
distributing them only at yearend, and 
that the operations of a Trust in this 
& 
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regard are squarely within the pur- 
pose of such provision. Applicants fur- 
ther assert that the dangers against 
which rule 19b-1 is intended to guard 
do not exist in the situation at hand, 
since neither Sponsor nor Trustee con- 
trol events which might trigger capital 
gains. In addition, Applicants state 
that the amounts involved in a normal 
distribution of principal are relatively 
small in comparison to the normal in- 
terest distribution, and that such dis- 
tributions are clearly identified in ac- 
companying reports to Certificate- 
holders as a return of principal. 


RUWLE 22c-1 


Following the initial offering period, 
Applicants state that Sponsor intends 
to offer to purchase and sell Units in 
the secondary market at prices based 
on the offering side evaluation of the 
Debt Obligations in a Trust, deter- 
mined on the last business day of each 
week and effective for all purchases 
and sales made during the following 
week. Applicants represent that the 
pricing by Sponsor in the secondary 
market will in no way affect the 
Trust's assets, and that Certificate- 
holders will benefit from Sponsor’s 
pricing procedure by rec x & nor- 
mally higher repurchase price for 
their Units without the cost burden of 
daily evaluations of the Unit redemp- 
tion value. In addition, Applicants 
state that Sponsor has undertaken to 
adopt a procedure whereby Evaluator, 
without a formal evaluation, will pro- 
vide estimated evaluations on trading 
days. In the case of a repurchase of 
Units in the secondary market, if Eva- 
luator cannot state that the previous 
Friday’s price is at least equal to the 
current bid price, then Sponsor will 
order a full evaluation. In case of a 
resale of Units in the secondary 
market, Sponsor agrees that if Evalua- 
tor cannot state that the previous Fri- 
day’s price is not more than one-half 
point ($5 on a Unit representing $1,000 
principal amount of underlying Debt 
Obligations) greater than the current 
offering price, a full evaluation will be 
ordered. 

Rule 22c-1 under the Act provides, 
in pertinent part, that no registered 
investment company issuing any re- 
deemable security shall sell, redeem, 
or repurchase any such _ security 
except at a price based on the current 
net asset value of such security which 
is next computed after either receipt 
of a tender of such security for re- 
demption or receipt of an order to pur- 
chase or sell such security. 

Applicants state that the secondary 
market activities of Sponsor and the 
manner for the acquisition by inves- 
tors of new Units may be deemed to 
violate rule 22c-1 because of the ab- 
sence of daily pricing. Accordingly, Ap- 
plicants request an order, pursuant to 
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section 6(c) of the Act, exempting the 
secondary market operations of Spon- 
sor from the provisions of rule 22c-1 
under the Act. In support of their re- 
quest, Applicants assert that rule 22c- 
1 has two purposes: (1) To eliminate or 
to reduce any dilution of the value of 
outstanding redeemable securities of 
registered investment companies 
which might occur through the sale, 
redemption, or repurchase of such se- 
curities at prices other than their cur- 
rent net asset values; and (2) to mini- 
mize speculative tra ractices in 
the securities investment 
companies. 
Applicants contend that the pur- 
poses of rule 22c-1 will not be of- 
fended by Sponsor's secondary market 
activities. Applicants assert that the 
pricing of Units by Sponsor in the sec- 

ondary market will in no way dilu 
the ets of the Trust, and that Certi- 
ficateholders will benefit from Spon 
sor’s p jure in the second 
ary ! they will normally 
receive a higher repurchase price for 
their Units than they would receive by 
redeeming their Units at the current 
net asset value and that this will be ac- 
complished without the cost burden to 
the Trust of daily, evaluations of the 
Unit redemption value. Applicants 
state that only those investors who 
purchase Units in the secondary 
market at a price which is higher than 
the previous Friday’s price by one-half 
point or less may ke deemed to suffer 
any detriment from the lack of daily 
pricing. However, Applicants contend 
that such detriment would be offset 
by the lower cost burden to the Trust 
of having evaluations made on a 
weekly rather a daily basis. In 
addition, App its state that to 
avoid Sponsor receiving more than the 
specified sales charge on the resale of 
Units, Sponsor undertakes not to 
resell (including resaie to the Pian) 
any Units which it may repurchase at 
a price below the offering sic valua- 
tion of the Debt Obligations in the 
Trust. Finally, Applicants contend 
that specuiation in Units of any Trust 
is unlikely because price changes are 
limited in respect te the kind of Debt 
which will be held by such 
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Notice is further given that 
terested person may, not late 
October 13, 1978, at 5:30 p.m., 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompa- 
nied by a statement as to the nature of 


his interest, the reason for such re- 
quest, and the issues, if any, of fact or 
law proposed to be controverted, or he 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re- 


Pa 
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quest shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicants at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in case of an attorney at 
law, by certificate) shal! be filed con- 
temporaneously with the request. As 
provided by rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulation promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
will be issued as of course foll« 

said date unless the Commi 
thereafter orders a hearing upon 
quest or upon the Commission’s < 
motion. Persons who request a hear- 


ing, or advice as to whether a hearing 
is ordered, will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if. ordered) 
and any postponements thereof. 


For the Commission, by the Division 
of Investment Management, pursuant 
to delegated authority. 


GEorcE A. FITzSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27179 Piled 9-26-78; 8:45 aml] 


[8010-01] 
(Release No. 10413; 812-4287) 


BAKTER-TRAVENOL INTERNATIONAL CAPITAL 
CORP. 
Filing of an Application 
SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that Baxter/ 
Travenol International Capital Corp. 
(“Applicant”), One Baxter Parkway; 
Deerfield, Ill. 60015, a wholly owned 
finance subsidiary of Baxter Travenol 
Laboratories, Inc. (‘‘Baxter’’), tiled an 
application on March 30, 1978, and an 
mendment thereto on July 18, 1978, 
pursuant to section 6(c) of the Invest- 
ment Company Act of 1940 <‘‘Act’) 
and rule 6c-1(c)(2) thereunder, for an 
order of the Commission to permit the 
Applicant to issue additional shares of 
its convertible preferred stock, first 
series to be offered to purchasers in 
foreign countries. All interested per- 
sons are referred to the application on 
fiie with the Commission for a state- 
ment of the representations contained 
therein, which are summarized below. 

Applicant, a Delaware corporation, 
was formed by Baxter in 1971 to assist 
in financing the operations of Baxter 
and its subsidiaries outside the United 
States and Canada. The convertible 
preferred stock consists of 500,060 au- 
thorized shares, of which 375,000 were 
issued in November 1971, and sold to 
foreign investors. This stock is con- 
vertible into common stock of Baxter 
on a share for share basis, and as of 
February 14, 1978, 270,132 of the 
issued shares had been converted with 
104,868 shares remaining outstanding. 
The convertible preferred stock carries 
with it certain dividend rights, liquida- 
tion preferences, and redemption pay- 
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ment privileges. The convertible pre- 
ferred stock is nonvoting except in 
special circumstances required by law. 

In 1972, Baxter and its subsidiaries 
outside the United States and Canada 
adopted a §steck purchase plan 
(‘Plan’) administered by Baxter Serv- 
ices, A.G., a Swiss corporation 
(“Baxter Services’) to offer to employ- 
ees of certain Baxter subsidiaries oper- 
ating outside of the United States and 
who are. not nationals or residents of 
the United States or Canada the right 
to purchase shares of convertible pre- 
ferred stock of the Applicant. The Ap- 
plicant that to date Baxter 
Serv- ices has obtained the number of 
shares of its convertible preferred 
stock needed to fulfill its obligations 
under Plan by purchasing out- 
standing shares. However, it is assert- 
ed that the number of shares of the 
Applicant’s convertible preferred stock 
outstanding is no longer large enough 
to permit Baxter Services to acquire 
the necessary shares needed under the 
Plan. Thus, it is proposed that the Ap- 
plicant: be permitted to issue to Baxter 
Services for offer and sale to purchas- 
ers in foreign countries the remaining 
125,000 authorized shares of its con- 
vertibie preferred stock, solely for the 
purpose of permitting Baxter Services 
to fulfill its obligations under the 
Plan. 

Baxter has unconditionally guaran- 
teed the pzyment of dividends on the 
convertible preferred stock, the pay- 
ment and delivery by the Applicant of 
all amounts it shares of 


SLAtes 


tty, 
the 


and of all 
Baxter common stock to which hold- 
ers of convertible preferred stock may 
be entitled upon redemption or liqui- 
dation of the Applicant, and the pay- 
ment of any additional amounts, if 
any payable, as a result of the imposi- 
tion of U.S. withholding taxes; and 
has agreed to deliver to holders of con- 
vertible preferred stock, upon conver- 
sion thereof, the appropriate number 
of shares of Baxter common stock. 
The common stock of Baxter into 
which the outstanding shares of con- 
vertibie preferred steck are convert- 
ible has been registered under the Se- 
curities Act of 1933, and the common 
stock of Baxter into which the above 
shares of convertible preferred stock 
which are py sposed toe be issued will be 
convertibie will also be = registered 
under that Act. All convertible pre- 
ferred stock heretofore issued has 
been, and the above shares of convert- 
ible preferred stock proposed to be 
issued will be deposited with the Brus- 
seis office of the Morgan Guaranty 
Trust Co, of New York which has 
issued or will issue bearer depositary 
receipts (“BDR’s”’) to persons entitlea 
thereto evidencing shares of convert- 
ible preferred stock deposited -under 
the deposit agreement with the deposi- 
tary. The BDR’s evidencing outstand- 


ing shares of convertible preferred 
stock are listed on the Luxembourg 
Stock Exchange and the Applicant as- 
serts that it will apply to said ex- 
change for the listing of BDR’s evi- 
dencing the above additional shares of 
convertible preferred stock which it 
proposes to issue. 

The Applicant states that the above 
Shares of convertible preferred stock 
which it proposes to issue will not be 
offered or sold directly or indirectly in 
the United States or to a person who 
is a national or resident of the United 
States or its territories or possessions. 
The Applicant further states that 
Baxter Services has agreed that none 
of the above shares of convertible pre- 
ferred stock proposed to be issued to it 
by the Applicant wiil be converted by 
Baxter Services into common stock of 
Baxter or delivered by Baxter Services 
to any employee under the Plan until 
Baxter Services has held such convert- 
ible preferred stock -for at least 6 

nonths. Accordingly, it is asserted 
that no conversion of any of the 
shares of convertible preferred stock 
proposed to be issued will take place 
prior to 6 months from the date of is- 
suance. Finally, the Applicant states 
that it has conducted its business in 
such a manner as to comply with all of 
the requirements of paragraph (b) of 
rule 6c-1, and it has agreed that the 
order requested herein may be issued 
subject to the condition that the Ap- 
plicant continue to comply with all of 
the requirements of paragraph (b) of 
rule 6c-1. 

The Applicant states that the above 
proposed issuance of convertible pre- 
ferred stock would subject it to the 
provisions of the Act because the U.S. 
interest equalization tax has been re- 
pesled and has not been replaced by 
another comparable tax as required by 
subparagraph (c)(2) of rule 6c-l. 
Therefore, the Applicant seeks a Com- 
mission order to permit it to issue the 
remaining 125,000 authorized shares. 

The Applicant represents that it 
should be permitted to proceed with 
the issuance of the remaining 125,000 
authorized shares of its convertible 
preferred stock for, among others, the 
following reasons: 

(i) It is unlikely that US. 
will. be interested in investing in the 
convertible preferred stock because 
the lack of a listing on any domestic 
securities exchange will make acquisi- 
tion of such stock by U.S. persons dif- 
ficult and will discourage the develop- 
ment of a secondary market in the 
United States for the stock. 

(2) Inasmuch as the payment of divi- 
dends, the liquidation preference, the 
redemption payment privileges and 
the conversion privilege on the con- 
vertible preferred stock are guaran- 
teed by Baxter, the quality of the con- 
vertible. preferred stock does not 


persons 
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depend on the operations or invest- 
ment policy of the Applicant. Accord- 
ingly, it is asserted that the public 
policy that led to the enactment of the 
Act is not applicable to the Applicant, 
nor do the security holders of the Ap- 
plicant require the protections afford- 
ed by the Act. In this regard, the Ap- 
plicant points out that holders of the 
above shares of convertible preferred 
stock proposed to be issued will have 
the benefit of the information made 
generally available by the disclosure 
and reporting provisions of the Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 and the 
rules of the New York Stock Ex- 
change, which are applicable to 
Baxter. 

(3) The Applicant does not and will 
not deal or trade in securities. 

Section 6(c) of the Act authorizes 
the Commission to exempt any person, 
security, or transaction, or any class or 
classes of persons, securities, or trans- 
actions, from any provisions of the Act 
and rules and regulations thereunder 
if and to the extent that such exemp- 
tion is necessary or appropriate in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
protection of investors and the pur- 
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act. : 

Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than 
October 12, 1978, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the application ac- 
companied by a statement as to the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law proposed to be controvert- 
ed, or he may request that he be noti- 
fied if the Commission shall order a 
hearing thereon. Any such communi- 
cation should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shal! be served personally 
or by mail upon the Applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit, or in case of an 
attorney at law by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the re- 
quest. As provided by rule 0-5 of the 
rules and 
under the Act, an order disposing of 
the application herein will be issued as 
of course following said date unless 
the Commission thereafter orders a 
hearing upon request or upon the 
Commission’s own motion. Persons 
who request a hearing, or advice as to 
whether a hearing is ordered, will re- 
ceive any notices and orders issued in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone- 
ments thereof. 


regulations promulgated - 
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For the Commission, by the Division 
of Investment Management, pursuant 
to delegated authority. 


GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27171 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[8010-01] 


{Administrative Proceeding File No. 3-5541: 
File No. 2-61151, 22-4884] 


CAROLINA TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH CO. 
Application and Opportunity for Hearing 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1978. 


Notice is hereby given that Carolina 
Telephone and Telegraph Co. (the 
“Applicant”) has filed an application 
under clause (ii) of section 310(b)(1) of 
the Trust Indenture Act of 1939, as 
amended (the ‘‘Act’’), for a finding by 
the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion (the ‘‘Commission’’) that the 
trusteeships of Bankers Trust Co. 
under five indentures between Bank- 
ers Trust Co. and the Applicant quali- 
fied under the Act (the ‘Prior Inden- 
tures”) and under an Indenture be- 
tween Bankers Trust Co. and the Ap- 
plicant not so qualified (the “new In- 
denture’’) are not so likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest as to make 
it necessary in the public interest or 
for the protection of investors to dis- 
qualify Bankers Trust Co. from acting 
as trustee under the New Indenture. 

Section 310(b) of the Act provides, in 
part, that if a trustee under an inden- 
ture qualified under the Act has or 
shall acquire any conflicting interest, 
it shall, within ninety days after ascer- 
taining that it has such conflicting in- 
terest, either eliminate such conflict- 
ing interest or resign. Subsection (1) of 
such section provides, in effect (with 
certain exceptions), that a trusice 
under a qualified indenture shai C 
deemed to have a conflicting interest 
if such trustee is trustee under an- 
other indenture under whic any 
other securities of the same issuer are 
outstanding. However, under clause 
(ii) of subsection (1), such other inden- 
ture may be excluded from ‘the oper- 
ation of this provision, if the issuer 
shall have sustained the burden of 
proving, on application to the Commis- 
sion and after opportunity for hearing 
thereon, that trusteeship under such 
qualified indenture and such other in- 
denture is not so likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest as to make 
it necessary in the public interest or 


_ for the protection of investors to dis- 


qualify such trustee from acting as 
such under one of such indentures. 
The Applicant alleges the following: 
(1) Applicant, a North Carolina cor- 
poration with telephone operations in 
the. State of North Carolina, and 
United Telephone Co. of the Caroli- 
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nas, Inc., a North Carolina corporation 
with telephone’ operations. in the 
States of North Carolina and South 
Carolina (‘Old UTC’) are wholly- 
owned subsidiaries of United Telecom- 
munications, Inc. (‘‘United’’). United 
intends to consolidate the telephone 
operations of Applicant and Old UTC 
in the State of North Carolina. Old 
UTC will first transfer all of its South 
Carolina assets to a newly-formed cor- 
poration. Thereafter Old UTC, re- 
duced in size and having assets only in 
the State of North Carolina, will 
merge into Applicant which will be the 
surviving corporation. In connection 
with the merger, Applicant plans to 
issue unsecured Debentures under the 
New Indenture in the approximate ag- 
gregate principal amount of 
$18,600,000 (the ‘“‘Debentures”’). Pursu- 
ant to agreements with the holders 
thereof (the ‘“‘Debenture Agreement’), 
certain outstanding First Mortgage 
Bonds of Old UTC (“‘Old UTC Bonds’’) 
will be exchanged for Debentures of 
the Applicant. The principal amount 
of Old UTC Bonds surrendered in the 
exchange will be equal to the principal 
amount of Debentures issued under 
the New Indenture. The Old UTC 
Bonds were issued from time to time 
in sixteen series, designated Series A 
through P, with each series having dif- 
fering interest rates, redemption provi- 
sions and maturities and each series 
being equally secured under Old UTC 
Indentures. The Old UTC Bonds 
issued under Old UTC Indentures 
were purchased by institutional inves- 
tors for investment and not with a 
view to distribution under the exemp- 
tion from registration provided by sec- 
tion 4(2) of the Securities Act of 1933, 
as amended. The Debentures of the 
Applicant to be issued under the New 
Indenture and exchanged for Old UT¢ 
Bonds will similarly consist of sixteen 

s, designated Series A through P, 

each series having the same in- 
terest rate, redemption provisions and 
maturity as the similarly designated 
series of Old UTC Bonds and 
series of Debentures will rank pari 
passu. under the New Indenture. 
Copies of: the proposed form of the 
documents setting forth the terms and 
provisions governing the CTT Deben- 
tures to be issued under the New In- 
denture are attached to Applicant's 
Application and consist of the follow- 
ing: Schedule A, Debenture Agree- 
ment; Exhibit 1, Exchange Agent 
Agreement; Exhibit 2, Plan of Reorga- 
nization and Asset Transfer Agree- 
ment; Exhibit 3, Fourth Supplemental 
Indenture; Exhibit 4, Agreement and 
Plan of Merger; and Exhibit 5, the 
New Indenture of CTT. The New In- 
denture will contain provisions sub- 
stantially identical to the provisions 
contained in the Prior Indentures, 
except for those changes necessary to 


each 
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provide for the issuance of serial De- 
bentures. The New Indenture will con- 
tain all of the applicable provisions 
which would have been required by 
the Act had the New Indenture been 
qualified except that Applicant will 
not be required to file copies of re- 
ports with the Commission as required 
by sections 312(b), 313(d) and 314(a) of 
the Act and except that the New In- 
denture will not contain the statement 
required by section 318(a) of the Act. 
It is anticipated that the execution of 
the New Indenture, the merger and 
the issuance and delivery of the De- 
bentures of the Applicant in exchange 
for Old UTC Bonecs will occur in the 
third calendar quarter of 1978. 

(2) Applicant has appointed Bankers 
Trust Co., a New York corporation, to 
act as trustee under the New Inden- 
ture. 

(3) The Prior Indentures relate to 
five prior sales to the public of Deben- 
tures of Applicant in the original ag- 
gregate principal amount of 
$155,000,000 of which $147,.202,000 re- 
mained outstanding as of May 31, 1978 
(the ‘Outstanding Debentures’’). 
Copies of the Prior Indentures to 
which the Application relates and 
other documents setting the terms an 
provisions governing the Outstanding 
Debentures issued thereunder were 
filed as exhibits to Applicant’s Regis- 
tration Statements under the Securi- 
ties Act of 1933. 

(4) The New Indenture wil! contain 
provisions substantially identical to 
the provisions contained in the Prior 
Indentures, particularly insofar as the 
duties and responsibilities of Bankers 
Trust Co. are concerned. Although not 
qualified under the Act, the New In- 
denture will contain, to the fullest 
extent possible, all the applicable pro- 
visions which would have been re- 
quired under the Act had the New In- 
denture been so qualified. In addition, 
the New Indenture and the Prior In- 
dentures contain cross-default provi- 
sions so that an event of default under 
one will constitute an event of defauit 
under the others. Thus the existence 
of the dual trusteeship should in no 
way inhibit or discourage the actions 
of Bankers Trust Co. The oniy materi- 
al differences between the Indentures 
and the rights of the holders of De- 
bentures issued thereunder relate to 
principal amounts, dates of issue, ma- 
turity and interest payment dates, in- 
terest rates and redemption provi- 
sions. However, since the Debentures 
of the Applicant to be issued under 
the New Indenture and the Ouitstand- 
ing Debentures issued under the Prior 
Indentures are unsecured obligations 
ranking pari passu, neither the above 
differences nor any other provisions of 
the Indentures are likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest so as to 
make it necessary in the public inter- 
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est or for the protection of any of the 
Debenture holders to disqualify Bank- 
ers Trust Co. from acting as trustee 
under such Indentures. 

(5) Applicant is not in default under 
the Prior Indentures. 

The Applicant has waived notice of 
hearing, hearing on the issues raised 
by its application and all rights to 
specify procedures under rule 8(b) of 
the Commission’s rules of practice in 
connection with this matter. 

For a further statement of the mat- 
ters of fact and law asserted, all! per- 
sons are referred to said application, 
which is a public document on file in 
the Commission’s Public Reference 
Section, 1160 L Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20549. 

Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than 
October 9, 1978, request in writing 
that a hearing be held on such matter, 
stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for such request, and the 
issues of fact or law raised by said ap- 
plication which he desires to contro- 
vert, or he may request that he be no- 
tified if the Commission shouid order 
a hearing thereon. Any such request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20549. At any time after 
said date, the Commission may issue 
an order granting the application, 
upon such terms and conditions as to 
the Commission may seem necessary 
or appropriate in the public interest 
and the interest of investors, unless a 
hearing is ordered by the Commission. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporation Finance, pursuant to 

elegated uuthority. 


GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27182 Filed 9-26-78; §:45 am] 


[8010-01] 
{Release No. 15171; SR-CBOCE-78-153 
CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE, INC. 
Order Approving Proposed Rule Change 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 

On June 6, 1978, the Chicago Board 
Options Exchange, Inc. (““CBCOE’’), La- 
Sallie at Jackson, Chicago, Il. 60604, 
filed with the Commission, pursuant 
to section 19(b)(1) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. 
78s)(b)(1) (the “Act’’) and rule 19b-4 
thereunder, copies of a proposed rule 
change which provides that the Chair- 
man or President of the Exchange, 
under certain circumstances as pre- 
scribed by section 6(d)(3) of the Act, 
many suspend, summarily, members or 
associated persons and may limit or 
prohibit, summarily, any person with 
respect to access to services offered by 
the Exchange.’ 


'On September 12, 1978, the CBOE filed 
an amendment to its proposed rule change 


Notice of the proposed rule change 
together with the terms of substance 
of the proposed rule change was given 
by publication of a Commission Re- 
lease (Securities Exchange Act Re- 
lease No. 34-14973, July 18, 1978) and 
by publication in the FrperaL REcIs- 
TER (43 FR 32341, July 27, 1978). All 
written statements with respect to the 
proposed rule change which were filed 
with. the Commission and all written 
communications relating to the pro- 
posed rule change between the Com- 
mission and any person were consid- 
ered and (with the exception of those 
statements or communications which 
may be withheld from the public in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 552) were made availiable to the 
public at the Commission's Public Ref- 
erence Room. 

The Commission finds that the pro- 
posed rule change is consistent with 
the requirements of the Act and the 
rules and regulations thereunder ap- 
plicable to national securities ex- 
changes, and in particular, the re- 
quirements of section 6, and the rules 
and regulations thereunder. 

it is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the 
above-mentioned proposed rule change 
be, and it hereby is, approved. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation pursuant tc del- 
egated authority. 


GEorGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27172 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 amj 


{8610-01} * 
{Release No. 15173; SR-CBOE-78-23] 
CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE INC. 


Order Extending Comment Period on Proposed 
Rule Changes 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 

On August 9, 1978, the Chicago 
Board Options Exchange, Ine. 
(“CBOE”), LaSalle at Jackson, Chica- 
go, Iil., filed with the Commission, 
pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the Se- 
curities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 
U.S.C. 78(s)(1) (the “Act’) and rule 
19b-4 thereunder, a proposed rule 
change which would establish a 


- system where a CBOE employee called 


an Order Book Official would handle 
the public limit order book and per- 
form related activities in place of a 
member of CBOE acting as a Board 


-Broker who now performs these func- 


tions. 


to provide for notice to the Commission of 
any summary action taken pursuant to rule 
16.1, as required by section 6(d)(3), and to 
provide that any person aggrieved by sum- 
mary action taken pursuant to rule 16.1 
may apply to the Commission for a stay of 
such summary: action, as permitted by sec 
tion 6(d)(3). 
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Notice of the proposed rule change 
together with the terms of substance 
of the proposed rule change was given 
by publication of Commission Release 
(Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
34-15081/August 21, 1978) and by pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER (43 
FR, 38651, August 29, 1978). The origi- 
nal period for the submission by inter- 
ested persons of written data, views 
and arguments concerning the submis- 
sion expired on September 19, 1978 
Pursuant to the request of the Board 
Brokers Association of the CBOE, the 
Commission hereby extends the period 
for the submission of written data, 


views and arguments concerning the 
foregoing proposals until October 2, 


For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation pursuant to del- 
egated authority. 


GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-27173 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[8010-01 | 
{Release No. 10410; 812-4341] 
IDS PROGRESSIVE FUND, INC., ET Al 
Filing of Application 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 

In the matter of IDS Progressive 
Fund, Inc., 1000 Roanoke Building, 
Minneapolis. Minn. 55402, Standard 
Security Holding Corp., Standard Se- 
curity Life Insurance, Co. of New 
York, 485 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 10022. 

Notice is hereby given that IDS Pro- 
gressive Fund, Inc. (‘Fund’), an open- 
end diversified management invest- 
ment company registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(‘Act’), Standard Security Holding 
Corp. (‘Holding Company”) and 
Standard Security Life Insurance Co. 
of New York (‘Life Insurance Compa- 
ny”) (hereinafter collectively, ‘“‘Appli- 
cants’’) filed an application on August 
2, 1978, and an amendment thereto on 
August 25, 1978, pursuant to section 
17(b) of the Act, for an order of the 
Commission exempting from the pro- 
visions of section 17(a) of the Act the 
proposed exchange of 93,100 shares of 
Life Insurance Company common 
stock currently held by the Fund for 
certain securities of the Holding Com- 
pany. All interested persons are re- 
ferred to the application on file with 
the Commission for a statement of the 
representations contained therein, 
which are summarized below. 

The Fund, A Nevada corporation, in- 
vests primarily in common stocks of 
various companies with a view toward 
capital appreciation. As of December 
31, 1977, the Fund had total net assets 
of $143,113,648. 
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As of the same date, the Life Insur- 
ance Company had a shareholders’ 
equity of $14,660,679 determined on 
the basis of generally accepted ac- 
counting principles. The Life Insur- 
ance Company has outstanding 
911,523 shares of common stock, and 
150,000 shares of class A stock, for an 
ageregate of 1,061,523 shares of voting 
stock outstanding. The Hoiding 
pany was incorporated in the Sté 
Delaware on February 16, 1976, 
marily for purpose of participati 
the proposed transaction 
herein and thereby ene 
parent of the Life Insur: 
ny. The Holding Cenioens 
has no shareholders, and no a 

Applicants state that du: ; 
year 1969, the Fund purchased 31 
shares of Life Insurance 
common stock at cecal r ranging 
$22.75 to $31.50 per shat 
further state that the a UW 
an additional 63,160 shiabie of Life 
surance Company common = stock 
during the year 1970 at prices ranging 
from $9 to $24.50 per share. Appi 
further assert that during thi 
time period from 1969-1970, 1800 
shares of Life Insurance Comp 
common stock were sold by the Fund. 
According to the application, the 
93,100 shares of Life Insurance Com- 
pany common stock currently held by 
the Fund were purchased at a total 
cost of $1,899,875 and represent 8.78 
percent of the outstanding voting 
stock and 10.2 percent of the outstand- 
ing common stock of the Life Insur- 
ance Company. As of August 22, 1978 
such shares had a market value of 
$786,350 based on a price for Life In- 
surance Company common stock on 
that date of $8.25 bid and $8.75 asked. 

Applicants represent that the Hold- 
ing Company is proposing to offer to 
all the shareholders of the Life Insur- 
ance Company the opportunity to ex- 
change their shares of both the 
common and class A stock of the Life 
Insurance Company for a designated 
number of shares of the common and 
noncumulative convertibie preferred 
stock fo the Holding Company (‘“‘Ex- 
change Offer’). The exchange rate for 
the proposed Exchange Offer will be 
10 shares of Holding Company 
common stock plus 1 share of Holding 
Company convertible preferred stock 
for each 10 shares of Life Insurance 
Company stock (i.e., common or class 
A) exchanged. The Holding Company 
also proposes to offer to those Life In- 
surance Company shareholders who 
accept the proposed Exchange Offer 
the nontransferrable privilege of sub- 
scribing for the purchase of two addi- 
tional shares of Holding Company 
convertible preferred stock at $10 per 
share for each 10 shares of Life Insur- 
ance Company stock exchanged. 
(“Rights Offering’). Those Life Insur- 


icant tS 


Ss 2 year 


any 
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ance Company shareholders who 
accept the proposed Exchange Offer 
will also acquire a non-transferrable 
over-subscription privilege to purchase 
additional Holding Company convert- 
ible preferred stock through exercis- 
subscription privilege of those 
Life Insurance ‘Company shareholders 
who choose not to exercise their ex- 
changé ivil , having done so, 
‘their subscription 
in part. Appli- 
iat » the exchs nge 

33 th e bo ard ¢ 
> Holdi a Company on 
i he asis, in view of the ab- 
of any business history of the 
ng Company and such directors’ 
ination that. the Life Insurance 
ener who elect to 
ir securit ies yy the secu- 
ig Company ould 
s of the common 
e of the convertible 
of f the Holding Compa- 
‘ iditic on, such Life In 

Company shareholders 

uve the subscription privilege to pur- 
chase two additional shares of Holding 
Company convertible preferred stock 
for each 10 shares of Life Insurance 
Company common stock tendered. Ac- 
cording to the application, the Fund 
w'tl receive $3,100 shares of Holding 
Company common stock and 9,310 
shares of Holding Company convert- 
ible preferred stock pursuant to the 
proposed Exchange Offer. Applicants 
further state that the Fund does not 
presently intend to exercise its sub- 
scription privilege for the purchase of 
additional shares of Holding Company 
common stock with respect to the pro- 
posed Rights Offering. 

Section 17(a) of the Act, in pertinent 
part, makes it unlawful for any affili- 
ated person of a registered investment 
company or any affiliated person of 
such an affiliated person, acting as 
principal, knowingly to sell any secu! 
ty or other property to, or knowin oe 
purchase any security or other proper- 
ty from, such registered company 
(other than securities of which the in- 
vestment company is the issuer) unless 
an application for an order exempting 
such proposed transaction from the 
provisions of section 17(a) of the Act 
has been filed with the Commission 
pursuant to section 17(b) of the Act 
and such application has been granted 
by Order of the Commission. Section 
17(b) of the Act provides that the 
Commission, upon application, may 
exempt a proposed transaction from 
the provisions of section 17(a) of the 
Act if evidence establishes that the 
terms of the proposed transaction, in- 
cluding the consideration to be paid or 
received, are reasonable and fair and 
do not involve overreaching on the 
part of any person concerned, and the 
preposed transaction is consistent 


ing the 


cise 


je or 


nined by 


sur- 
should 
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with the policy of each registered in- 
vestment company concerned, and 
with the general purposes of the Act. 

Section 2(aX3) of the Act, in perti- 
nent part, defines an affiliated person 
of another person to include any 
person owning 5 percent or more of 
the outstanding voting securities of 
such other. person, or any person 
under common control with such 
other person. Since the Fund present- 
ly owns 8.78 percent of the outstand- 
ing voting stock of the Life Insurance 
Company, the fund and the Life Insur- 
ance Company are affiliated persons 
of each other within the meaning of 
section 2(a)(3) of gthe Act. Moreover, 
since the Life Insurance Company and 
the Holding Company have the same 
boards of directors and executive offi- 
cers, the Life Insurance Company and 
the Holding Company may be deemed 
to be under “common control” and, 
thus, affiliated persons of each other 
within the meaning of section 2(aX3) 
of the Act. Consequently, the Holding 
Company may be deemed an affiliated 
person of an affiliated person (i.e., Life 
Insurance Company) of a registered 
investment company. Therefore, 
making of the Exchange Offer and 
Rights Offering by the Holding Com- 
pany to the Fund may be deemed to 
involve the sale of a security by a reg- 
istered investment company to an af- 
filiated rnerson of an affiliated person 
of such investment company and, ac- 
ceptance by the Fund of the Exchange 
Offer may be deemed to involve the 
purchase of a security by such invest- 
ment company from an affiliated 
person of an affiliated person thereof. 
Accordingly, Applicants request an 
order exempting the proposed transac- 
tions from the provisions of section 
17(a) of the Act pursuant to section 
17(b). 

In support of the relief requested, 
Applicants state that the proposed Ex- 
change Offer, including the exchange 
rate contained therein, wil! be made to 
all Life Imsurance Company share- 
holders on the same basis. With re- 
spect to the proposed Rights Offering, 
Applicants state that all Life Insur- 
ance Company shareholders will have 
the same opportunity to participate. 
Applicants further state, however, 
that if a Life Insurance Company 
shareholder does not exercise his sub- 
scription privilege contained in the 
proposed Rights Offering, the percent- 
age of such shareholders’ ownership in 
the Holding Company will be de- 
creased and such shareholder will 
have also waived any possible oversub- 
scription privilege. As noted above, Ap- 
plicants represent that the Fund does 
not presently intend to exercise its 
subscription privilege and assuming 
that all Life Insurance Company 
shareholders exercise their rights 
under the proposed Exchange Offer 
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and all such shareholders, except the 
Fund, exercise their subscription and 
oversubscrirtion privileges, the Fund’s 
voting power in the Holding Company 
will be reduced to approximately 17.33 
percent from approximately 8.78 per- 
cent in the Life Insurance Company. 

In support of the relief requested, 
the Fund sets forth the following rea- 
sons why it believes acceptance of the 
Exchange Offer is advantageous to it: 

(a) Assuming all Life Insurance 
Company shareholders accept the pro- 
posed Exchange Offer, all the shares 
in the Holding Company issued by 
reason of the proposed Exchange 
Offer, all other factors being equal, 
should be of appreximately equivalent 
value with the aggregate shares of the 
Life Insurance Company exchanged 
since .every shareholder will have the 
same pro-rata shares of the Holding 
Company as he did in the Life Insur- 
ance Company. Of course, as stated 
above, the Fund’s voting rights in the 
Holding Company will be reduced to 
7.33 percent because ihe Fund does 
not propose to exercise its subscription 
and oversubscription privileges. How- 
ever, the Fund is, in accordance with 
its charter, holding the Life Insurance 
Company common shares for invest- 
ment and not for control, and there- 
fore the slight reduction in its voting 
rights that will result after the _pro- 
posed transactions have been effected 
will not be detrimental to its interests 
in the opinion of the Fund’s manage- 
ment. 

(b) If the Fund refused to accept the 
proposed Exchange Offer, the Fund 
weuld continue to be a minority share- 
noelder in the Life Insurance Company 
and, as a result of the reduction in 
trading in the shares of Life Insurance 
Company common stock that will be 
the effect of consummation of the pro- 
posed transactions, the Fund might 
not be able to sell its shares at an ad- 
vantageous price when it desired to do 
so. Aliso, it is alleged that if the Fund 
was one of a small number of remain- 
ing minority shareholders in the Life 
Insurance Company the Holding Com- 
pany, being the majority shareholder, 
could take action under applicable 
State laws to squeeze out the remain- 
ing shareholders, which if done might 
occur at a time and a price disadvanta- 
geous to the Fund. 

(c) If Progressive exercises its rights 
under the Exchange Offer and other 
shareholders do not, Progressive can 
be considered to have enhanced its po- 
sition in that the other shareholders 
will be minority shareholders of the 
Life Insurance Company and subject 
to the disadvantages set forth in para- 
graph (b) above. 

(d) It is the intent of the board of di- 
rectors of the holding Company to pay 
a dividend on its convertible preferred 
stock issued pursuant to the proposed 


Exchange Offer in January of 1979, 
assuming that financial conditions 
warrant such action, and it is their 
further intent to continue paying divi- 
dends on the convertible preferred 
stock with the same restriction. If this 
dividend is paid, this would represent 
a yield to the Fund which it currently 
does not enjoy and for the foreseeable 
future could not be expected to enjoy 
on its Life Insurance Company 
common stock holdings. 

Applicants submit on the basis of 
the foregoing that the terms of the 
proposed transactions are reasonable 
and fair and do not involve overreach- 
ing on the part of any person con- 
cerned. Applicants further represent 
that the proposed transactions are 
consistent with the Fund’s investment 
policy and the general purposes of the 
Act. _ 

Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than 
October 9, 1978. at 5:30 p.m., submit to 
the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the application ac- 
companied by such a statement as to 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues, if any, 
of fact or law proposed to be contro- 
verted, or he may request that he be 
notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing theron. Any such communi- 
cation should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally 
or by mail upon Applicants at the ad- 
dresses stated above.“4Proof of such 
service (by affidavit,.or in case of an 
attorney-at-law by certificate) shali be 
filed contemporaneously with the re- 
quest. As provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated 
under the Act, an order disposing of 
the application herein will be issued as 
of course following said date, unless 
the Commission thereafter orders a 
hearing upon request or upon the 
Commission’s own motion. Persons 
who request a hearing, or advice as to 
whether a hearing is ordered, will re- 
ceive any notices and orders issued in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone- 
ments thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division - 
of Investment Management, pursuant 
to delegated authority. 

GEORGE A FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 78-27174 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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{Release No. 10412; 812-4226] 
INSURED MUNICIPALS-INCOME TRUST, ET AL 
Filing of Application 

SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that Insured 
Municipals-Income Trust (the ‘‘Munic- 
ipal Fund’’), and Investors’ Corporate- 
Income Trust (the “Corporate Fund’’), 
both registered under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (‘Act’) as unit 
investment trusts (together referred to 
herein as the ‘“Funds’”’), their sponsor, 
Van Kampen Sauerman, Inc., 208 
South La Salle Street, Chicago, [1l. 
60604, and a co-sponsor of the Corpo- 
rate Fund, Dain, Kalman & Quail, Inc. 
(collectively referred to as the “Appli- 
cants’’), filed an application on July 
28, 1978, and an amendment thereto 
on September 8, 1978, requesting an 
order of the Commission amending in 
the manner described below an earlier 
order of the Commission dated Janu- 
ary 31, 1978 (Investment Company Act 
Release No. 10109). That order pursu- 
ant to section 6(c) of the Act exempt- 
ed from the provisions of section 22(d) 
of the Act the offer and sale of shares 
of the Funds pursuant to a conversion 
option (the “Plan”), and pursuant to 
section 11 of the Act permitted the 
Funds to offer their units at net asset 
value plus a fixed dollar sales charge 
pursuant to the Plan. All interested 
persons are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations con- 
tained therein, which are summarized 
below. 

Under the Plan, as currently admin- 
istered, a certificate holder in either 
the Municipal Fund or the Corporate 
Fund wishing to dispose of his units in 
a series of either Fund for which a sec- 
ondary market is being maintained 
has the option to convert his units 
into units of the opposite Fund (Cor- 
porate into Municipal, Municipal into 
Corporate) or the Investors’ Govern- 
ment-Guaranteed Income Trust (the 
“Government Fund”) of any series for 
which units are available for sale. Ap- 
plicants state that the purpose of the 
Plan is to provide investors in each of 
the Funds a convenient and less costly 
means of transferring interests as 
their investment requirements change. 
Applicants state that the respective 
sponsors have indicated that they 
intend to maintain a market for the 
units of each series of the respective 
Funds; however, there is no obligation 
to maintain such a market. Conse- 
quently, the respective sponsors re- 
serve the right to modify, suspend or 
terminate the Plan at any time with- 
out further notice to certificate hold- 
ers. 

Assuming a secondary market exists 
and units of the opposite’ Fund or the 
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Government Fund are available, a cer- 
tificate holder who notifies the spon- 
sors of his desire to exercise his con- 
version option will be mailed a current 
ie 9 for each series in which the 

ertificate holder indicates interest. 
The certificate holder may then select 
the series into which he desires his in- 
vestment to be converted. The conver- 
sion transaction will operate in a 
manner essentially identical to any 

secondary market transaction, except 
that the Applicants allow a reduced 
sales charge for all transactions effect- 
ed under the Plan. Traditionally, units 
of the Municipal Fund and the Corpo- 
rate Fund are repurchased by the 
sponsors and other underwriters of 
those Funds at the aggregate offering 
price per unit of the underlying bonds 
in the respective Fund Series, and are 
resold at that price per unit plus a 
sales charge of 4% percent of such of- 
fering price. Traditionally, units of the 
Government Fund are repurchased by 
the sponsor and other underwriters of 
that fund at the aggregate offering 
price per unit of the underlying bonds 
in the respective Series of that Fund, 
and are resold at that price per unit 
plus a sales charge of 3'2 percent of 
such offering price. Applicants resell 
units under the Plan at the unit offer- 
ing price of the underlying bonds of 
the opposite Fund or the Government 
Fund plus a fixed charge of $15 per 
unit (or about 1% percent of such of- 
fering price at current market values). 
The certificate holder receives pay- 
ment for any excess funds remaining 
in his account after his investment in 
one Fund is converted into full units 
in the oppoiste Fund or the Govern 
ment Fund. 

Applicants hereby seek to 
the Plan to certificate holde ‘rs of 
Series 1 and subsequent series (as such 
series may from time to time be cre- 
ated) of the Government Fund, 2 
newly established unit investment 
trust which is sponsored by Van 
Kampen Sauerman, Inc. The Govern- 
ment Fund is comprised primarily of 
mortgage-backed securities of the 
modified pass-through type fully guar- 
anteed as to principal and interest by 
the Government National Mortgage 
Association. Applicants propose to 
allow Government Fund certificate 
holders to use the proceeds from the 
sale of any Government Fund units to 


extend 


acquire units in any series or group of . 


series of not or either the Municipal 
Fund an r the Corporate Fund, and 
to have mack aquisitions be based on 
the same terms and be subject to the 
same conditions as those presented in 
the original application, except as fol- 
lows: Applicants propose that certifi- 
cate holders of the Government Fund 
who have held their units for a period 
of at least 8 months be allowed to ac- 
quire Corporate or Municipal Fund 
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units under the Plan at net asset value 
plus a sales charge of $15 per unit. 
However, Applicants propose that 
Government Fund certificate holders 
wno wish to convert their units into 
units of the Corporate or Municipal 
Fund prior to the expiration of the 8 
month period be allowed to exchange 
such units at net asset value plus 2 
sales charge based on the greater of 
$15 per unit or an amount which to- 
gether with the initial sales charge 
paid in connection with the acquisition 
of the units being converted equals 4% 
percent of net asset value in the units 
of the Corporate or Municipal Fund, 
determined as of the date of conver- 
sion. 

Applicants assert that the rationale 
for allowing certificate holders of the 
Municipal Fund and the Corporate 
Fund to participate in the Plan and 
effect Fund transactions at a reduced 
sales charge is equally applicable to 
certificate holders of the Government 

und. Thus, Applicants argue that cer- 
tificate hoiders of the Government 
Fund should be allowed to tsiagges tet 
in the Plan and convert their unit 
into units of either the Municipal 
Fund or the Corporate Fund at a re- 
duced sales charge. 

Applicants state that the require- 
ment that Government Fund certifi- 
cate holders pay an adjusted sales 
charge as outlined above for conver- 
sions made by them under the Plan 
during the first 8 months in which 
they. have held Government Fund 
units is appropriate since the sales 
charge relating to original purchases 
of units is 4% percent on purchases of 
Corporate and Municipal Fund units 
and cnly 3% percent on purchases of 
Government Fund units. They state 
that it could be possible under certain 
circumstances for a person to acauire 
units in the Government Fund and im- 
mediately convert such units into 
units of the Corporate or Municipal 

Fund and pay a lower total sales 
charge than a person purchasing Cor- 
porate or Munici pal Fund units direct- 
ly at the same " ime. The application 
states that under sagan circum- 
stances this situation is unlikely, since 
the initial sales charge on direct pur- 
chases of units of the Government 
Fund (3% percees 1e net 
value) plus the conversion sales ch 
($15 per unit or aaikersinagint 1'2 per- 
cent of the net asset value-of Corpo- 
rate or Municipal Fund units based on 
current market value) usually will 
exceed the sales charge related to 

irect purchases of Corporate and Mu- 
nicipal Fund units (4% percent of the 

net asset - . However, Applicants 
Corporate or 


state that i f the price of 

Aunicipal Pund units were to increase 
sharply, the $15 sales charge on con- 
version could represent less than 1 
percent of the net asset value of such 
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units, in which case the converting 
Government Fund certificate holder 
could obtain an uniair price advantage 
when compared to investors making 
direct purchases of units of the appli- 
cable Corporate or Municipal Fund. 
Applicants assert, however, that after 
a Government Fund certificate dese 
has held tis Government Fund units 
for an adquate period of time this dis- 
criminatory nature of his effecting a 
conversion transaction is - as com- 
pelling, and thus argue thai the possi- 
ble abuses outlined above are not ma- 
terial if the converting Government 
Fund certificate holder has held his 
Government Fund units for at least an 
8-month period : 

Section Li(c) of the Act provides, 
among other things, that exchange 
offers involving remmered unit invest- 
ment trusts are subject to the provi- 
sions of section Ll(a) of the. Act irre- 
spective of the basis of exchange. Sec- 
tion 11(a) of the Act provides, in perti- 
nent part, that it shall be unlawful for 
any register ed open-end company or 
any. principal underwriter for such a 
company to make, or cause to be 
made, an offer to the holder of a secu- 
rity of such company or any other 
open-end investment company to ex- 


of time 


change his security for a security in. 


the same or another such company on 
any basis other than the relative net 
asset vaiues of the respective securities 
to be exchanged, unless the terms of 
the offer have first first been submit- 
ted to and approved by the Commis- 
sion, 

Section 22(d) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that no registered in- 
act tment company ¢ or principal under- 

riter thereof shall sell any redeem- 
able security issued by such company 
to any person except at a current. of- 
fering price described in the prospec- 
tus. The sales charge described tn the 
prospectus of the Government Fund 

and each of the Funds for effecting 

regular secondary market purchase 

and sale transactions is greater than 

the sales charge wt agg will be applica- 

ble to ease’ were the een. 
ule 22d-1 

in bars ae in sales ‘charges, none 
0 f which it is alleged will be-applicable 
tis transactions under the Plan 

sotaaces 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent pa.t, that the Comm 
by order upon application, may cond 
tionally or wunconditionaliy e¢ sacar 
any person, security, or transactions, 
or any class or classes of persons, secu- 
rities, or transactions from any provi- 
sion of the Act or of any rule or regu- 
lation under the Act, if and to the 
extent such exemption is necessary or 
appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of in- 
vestors and the purposes fairly intend- 
ed by the policy and provisions of the 
Act. 


nissie or n, 


. ceive 
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Doar ice is further given that any in- 
rested person may, not later than 
er 12, 1978, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the application ac- 
companied by a statement as to the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law pr roposed to be controvert- 
ed, or he may request that he be noti- 
fied if the Ca oe order a 
hearing there Any such communi- 
cation should a addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally 
or by mail upon the Applicants at the 
address stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit, or in the case of 
an attorney-at-law a certificate) shall 
be filed contemporaneously with the 
request. As provided by rule 0-5 of the 
rules and regulations promulgated 
under the Act, an order disposing of 
the application herein will be issued as 
of course following said date unless 
the Commission thereafter orders a 
hearing upon request or upon the 
Commission’s own motion. Persons, 
who request a hearing or advice as to 
whether a hearing is ordered, will re- 
any notices and orders issued in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if Bers sred) and any postpone- 
ments thereof. 
For the Commission, by the Division 
of Investrnent Management, pursuant 
to delegated authority. 


GEorRcE A. 


- =r} 
9m Shai 


FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 7 i75 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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WcMEl!l. MONEY MARKET FUND, INC. 
Application 


Qn 


SEPTEMBER | 
Notice is hi: hinge given thai home 
Money Ma: Fund, Ine. (“Appli- 
cant’), c/o el 2 Robert A. McNeil 
Corp., 2855 Campus Drive, San Mateo, 
Calif. 94403, a California corporation 
registered under the Investment Com- 
pany Act of 1940 (‘Act’) as an open- 
end, non-diversified investment com- 
pany, filed an application on July 31, 
1978, pursuant to section 8(f) of the 
Act, oe an order of the Commission 
declaring that Applicant has ceased to 
be an investment company as defined 
in the Act. All interested persons are 
referred to the application on file with 
the Commission for a statement of the 
representations ~ contained herein, 
which are summarized below. 
Applicant asserts that it was orga- 
nized on May 7, 1975 and registered 
under the Act on December 1, 1975. 
Currently, it has no shareholders 


, 1978. 


other than. the Robert A. McNeil 
Corp. (formerly, Pacific Homes -Mort- 
gage and Investment Co.), an affiliate 

McNeil Management Corp., the ad- 
fiser of Applicant Applicant further 
asserts that. the shareholder has elect- 


ed by unanimous consent to liquidate 
and to Gisirib- 


and d aaive 
ute substan 
remaining ore 
oO its “sae Rong 


? in proportion 
sect to.the appli- 
cation, Applicant yer ceased all busi 
ness activities ard no litigation is 
pending or threatened against Appli- 
cant. Moreover, except for or sum of 
$5,000 which has been retained to 
cover any miscellaneous expenses, Ap- 
plicant states that it has no assets. All 
expenses incurred in connection with 
the liquidation and dissolution of Ap- 
plicant will be paid by its adviser. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
part, that when the Commission upon 
application finds apres a registered in- 
vestment company has ceased to .be an 
investment company. it shall so de- 
clare by order and. upon the effective- 
ness of such order the registration of 
such company shali cease to be in 
effect. 

Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than 
October 12, 1978, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commissicn tn writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompa- 
nied by a staternent as to the nature of 
his interest, the reason for such re- 
quest, and the issues, if any, of fact or 
law proposed to he controverted, or he 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
Should be addressed: Secretary, Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commianon, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20549 A copy of such re- 
quest shail be served personal ly or by 
mail upon Applicant at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in the case of an attorney- 
at-law, by certificate) shall be 
contemporaneously with 
ct provicess by 


filed 
request 
rule 0-5 of the rules 
nd regulations promulgated under 
oe Pe an order disposing of the ap- 
plication will be issued as of course fol- 
lowing said date unless the Commis- 
sion thereafter orders a hearing upon 
request or upon the Commission's own 
motion. Persons whe request a hear- 
ing, or advice as to whether a hearing 
is ordered, will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) 
and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Div 
ef Investment ens 
to delegated authority. 


‘ision 
pursuant 


GrorGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27176. Filed 9-26-78: 8:45 am] 
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{Release No. 10408; 812-4336] 


PILGRIM FUND INC. AND PILGRIM FORMULA 
SHARES, INC. 


Application 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that Pilgrim 
Fund Inc. (‘Pilgrim’) and Pilgrim For- 
mula Shares, Inc. (‘PFS’) (collective- 
ly, “Applicants” or ‘“Funds’’), 185 
Cross Street, Fort Lee, N.J. 07024, 
both open-end, diversified manage- 
ment investment companies registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1849 (“Act”), filed an Application on 
July 20, 1978, and an amendment 
thereto on September 1, 1978, for an 
order, pursuant to section 17(b) of the 
Act, exempting from the provisions of 
section 17(a) of the Act a proposed 
sale of the assets of PFS in exchange 
for shares of Pilgrim, and pursuant to 
section 17(d) of the Act and rule 17d-1 
thereunder, permitting Pilgrim Man- 
agement Corp. (‘Management’), to 
pay certain expenses incurred by Ap- 
plicants in’ the proposed transaction 
All interested persons are referred to 
the Application on file with the Com- 
mission for a statement of the repre- 
sentations contained therein, which 
are summarized below. 

Applicants represent that, on June 
30, 1978, the total net assets of Pilgrim 
were $13,641.86, and those of PFS 
were $3,306,520. They state that the 
investment objective of Pilgrim is to 
seek possible long-term capital appre- 
ciation. PES one to increase capital 
during  perioc of stock market 
strength and t Mi preserve it during pe- 
riods. of hs ock market weakness 
through a f cot timing formula. Appli- 
cants state t they have the same 
investment con r, Management. 

Ac cording 06 pis 1e application, Pilgrim 

and cee have entered into a Plan and 
er ae eme ” Reorg g — mn dated 
July (tk ‘Pla . Under the 
Plan, See will transfer ae Pilgrim all 
of its net assets, except an amount to 
pay the expenses of liquidation and 
Cissolution of PFS and any other li- 
abilities not assumed by Pilgrim. The 
assets to be transferred by PFS to Pil- 
grim consists primarily of cash, receiv- 
ables and marketable securities. In ex- 
change for such assets, PFS will re- 
ceive shares of Pilgrim’s capital stock. 
The number of Pilgrim shares to be 
issued te PFS in exchange for PFS's 
net assets shall be determined by di- 
viding the aggregate market value of 
PFS's net assets by the net asset value 
of each Pilgrim share. The valuation 
of PFS’s total net assets and the net 

asset value per share of Pilgrim shall 
be determined as of the ciose of busi- 
ness on the business day immediately 
preceding the closing of the acquisi- 
tion, which shall be no later than 


eC 
oe 
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seven (7) business days after the stock- 
holders of PFS shall have approved 
the Plan. 

Applicants represent that on the ef- 
fective date of the acquisition, each 
outstanding share of capital stock of 
PFS will be converted into fractional 
or full and fractional shares of capital 
stock of Pilgrim having the same ag- 
gregate net. asset value as the shares 
being converted, and that no sales 
charge will be payable upon the c¢ 
version of shares. 

Applicants state that FPilerin 
PFS have capital loss carryforward: 
for Federal income tax purposes 
June 30, 1978, | approxima 
$2,706,000 and $83: respect 
and that the Boare aecstars 
each 1 ined that the 
net asact values are to be determined 
by net assets as recorded on the bool 
without recognition of eact i" 
isting capita) ; 
realization on such orw 
contingent on the future existen 
capita! gains, which is uncertai 
because the loss carryforwards 
proximately in the same } 
each Fund’s total nei 
each Pu 

Applica 
will be sacra bey ra. 
of PFS at the an 
held on Octobe 
under applicabl e ua 
sary te submit 
by the shareholders 

The application 
gation of each Fund 
posed transact tion is eect 
other things, the approval o 
by the requisite vote (at least 
thirds of all outstanding sha 
shareholders of PFS, 
necessary orders 

the Act and under 
gE nerally, at 


a. 
res) of the 
the grant of all 
approval 
iti S laws 
either a 
ruling "om € 1ternal tevenue 


Service 


i to the 
effect tha i 
tute a tax-free reorga niz 

no gain or loss for Feder 

purposes ] 


l 


shares pursuan 

the basis iC 

shares of Pilger 
shareholders 

exchange will 

and holding per riod of th 
in their hands imm 
the exchange. The 

may be abandoned 2 

the effective date 

of the Boards vi 
plicants. The apy 
dissenting sha reholders of 
have dissenter’s 

applicable provi isions 
Corporation =e of 
shareholders 
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have their shares redeemed at current 
net asset value in accordance with the 
Act before or after the effective date 
of the transaction. 

Applicants represent that they have 
agreed with Management that the es- 
timated total expenses of the transac- 
tion of approximately $13,545 will be 
borne as follows 

(a) PFS will pay 
associated with 


the costs normally 
the holding of its 
annual meeting, including the prepa- 
ration of the proxy statement which 
will include the proposal to vote upon 
the Pian. This will include the legal 
and accounting fees in connection 
with the prone uration of the proxy 
statement and the consummation P 
the exchange (estimated at ap} 
mately $4,350); 

(6) Pilgrim will pay its ! 
counting fees associated 


+ 


aration of the Plan, 
} 


legal and ac- 
WwW ith ae pr ep- 
the cons ummatic on 
he exchange, and the filing of the 
registration statement to cover the is- 
suance of its shares to PFS pursuant 
to the Pian (es ‘mated at 
mately $4,350); an 
(c) Manageme an Will pay 
tional costs of oriitins and mailing 
the proxy statement and registration 
statement to the shar ag of PFS 


1t such would not 


approx 


the adc 


addi : 


to the extent 
normall y 
its dereacypes meeting of si 


timated 


I fine) sane 
Cinciuding 

- + 

exclud ing ad 


commission 


“cen 
in excess of $30 million. 
f the Act provides, in 
that it st} 
affiliated ersol 


ostment 


ment cor 

property. 

provides, in part, that ar 

person of another person means any 
person directly or indirectly control- 
ling, controlled by, or under common 
contro! with, such other person. Appli- 
cants state that the Applicants may be 


1978 
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deemed to be affiliated persons of one 
another because each has investment 
advisory agreements with fanage- 
ment and because the Applicants have 
certain officers and _ directors’ in 
common with one another and with 
Management. Section 17(b) of the Act 
provides, in pertinent part, that the 
Commission upon application, shall 
exempt a proposed transaction from 
the provisions of section 17(a) if evi- 
dence establishes that the terms of 
the proposed transaction, inciuding 
the consideration to be paid or re- 
ceived, are fair and reasonable and do 
not involve overreaching on the part 
of any person concerned, and that the 
proposed transaction is consistent 
with the policy of each registered in- 
vestment company concerned and with 
he general purposes of the Act. Apptli- 
cants have requested an order pursu- 
ant to section 17(b) of the Act exempt- 
ing the proposed transaction from the 
provisions of section 17(a) of the Act. 

Applicants submit that the terms of 
the proposed exchange are reasonable 
and fair and do not involve overreach- 
ing on the part of any person con- 
cerned since Pilgrim wiil be issuing 
shares to PFS at an exchange ratio 
based on their relative net asset values 
and without the payment of any com- 
mission. The application states that 
due to an excess of redemptions over 
sales of new shares, PFS has experi- 
enced over the past several years a de- 
cline in outstanding shares and net 
assets, that the directors believe this 
rend may continue, and that the com- 
bined assets of Pilgrim and PFS will 
keep the expense ratio from rising as 
fast as it otherwise might. Applicants 
represent that the Board of Directors 
recognizes that the management fee 
paid by Pilgrim to Management will be 
at a higher rate (% of 1 percent) than 
‘urrently paid by PFS on the first $25 
miliion of net assets, thus benefiting 
Management. Applicant submits that 
in considering how the proposed acgui- 
sition of the assets of PFS by Pilgrim 
would be finanially beneficia! to both 
Funds, the Board of Directors of each 
Fund estimated the net recuction in 
costs expected to result from the ex- 
change to be approximately $14,825 
per annum, based on the then current 
size of the Funds, or approximately 5.4 
percent of the actual combined ex- 
penses of Applicants for the last fiscal 
year. The application states that while 
the Directors of PFS and Pilgrim did 
not obtain independent advice of coun- 
sel regarding the proposed merger, 
they were aware of the alternatives 
available to PFS, including liquidation 
of the Fund and finding a new invest- 
ment manager, and unanimously de- 
termined that under all circumstances 
the transaction was fair and in the 
best interest of PFS’s shareholders. 
Applicants submit that the Directors 
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of each Fund reviewed the current 
portfolio of both Funds, determining 
that many securities are of similar 
nature and quality, and meet the in- 
vestment policies and criteria. for both 
Funds. Applicants estimate that it will 
be necessary to sell portfolio securities 
of PFS equivalent to less than five (5) 
percent of the net assets of PFS in 
order to be acceptable to Pilgrim, and 
any brokerage expenses incurred by 
PFS in effecting the exchange of its 
assets will be mintmal. Appiicants 
submit that, if approved by the share- 
holders of PFS, the proposed ex- 
change will be consistent with the 
policies of the Applicants and the gen- 
eral purposes of the Act. 

Section i7(d) of the Act and rule 
i7d-l thereunder prohibit, in pertinent 
part, any affiliated person of a regis- 
tered investment company, acting as 
principal, from effecting any transac- 
tion in which such investment cempa- 
ny is a joint participant, unless an ap- 
plication has been filed with the Com- 
mission and has been granted by 
order. In passing upom such applica- 
tions, the Commission will consider 
whether the participation of such reg- 
istered company tn such arrangement, 
on the basis proposed, is consistent 
with the provisions, policies, and pur- 
poses of the Act, and the extent to 
which such participation is on a basis 
different from, or less advantageous 
than, that of other participants. Appli- 
cants have requested an order pursu- 
ant te section 17(d) of the Act and rule 

7d-1 thereunder to permit Manage- 
rent to pay yf expenses 

ncurred by Applic s in the pro- 
posed exchange. Applicants and Man- 
agement submit that the cost-sharing 
arrangements, summarized above, are 
reasonable and fair to the parties after 
taking into account the relative bene- 
fits to each party, and have been ¢ 
proved by the noninterestec 

of the Applicants. 

Notice is further given 
terested person may, 
October 10, 1978, at 5:3 


o.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompa- 
nied by a statement as to the nature of 


his interest, the reason for such re- 
quest, and the issues, if any, of fact or 
law proposed to be controverted, or he 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission shail order a hearing 
thereon. ny such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re- 
quest shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant(s) at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit, or in case of an attorney-at- 
law, by certificate) shall be filed con- 
temporaneously with the request. As 
provided by rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the 


Act, an order disposing of the applica- 
tion will be issued as of course follow- 
ing said date unless the Commission 
thereafter orders a hearing upon re- 
quest or upon the Commission’s own 
motion. Persons who request a hear- 
ing, or advice as to whether a hearing 
is ordered, wil! receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) 
and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Investment Management, pursuant 
to delegated authority 


GeorceE A. PirzsSimMONS, 
Secretary. 
tFR Doc. 78-27177 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[8010-01] 


[Release 34-(5172; File No. SR-NASD-78 
1ij 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF SECURITIES 
DEALERS, INC. 


Self-Regulatory Organizations; Proposed Rule 
Change 


Pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 
U.S.C, 78s(bxK 1), as amended by Pub L. 
94-29, 16 (June 4, 1975) notice is 
hereby given on September 15, 1978, 
the National Association of Securities 
Dealers, Inc. NASD” or “‘Associ- 
ation”) filed with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission a proposed rule 
change as follows: 


THE NASD's SraTeMENT OF THE TERMS 
OF SUBSTANCE OF THE PROPCSED RULE 
CHANGE 


The NASDAQ, c., Board of Direc- 
tors and the NASD Board of Gover- 
nors have determined that a reduction 
of NASDAQ subscription rates by 
means of a refund of 10 percent of 
tctal billings for levels 1, 2, and 3 serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending Septem- 
ber 30, 1978, be 
NASDAQ subscriber. 


to each 


ispersed 


THE NASD’s STATEMENT ON PURPOSE 
OF PrRorposeD RULE CHANGE 


Section G of part IV of schedule D 
of the association’s bylaws provides 
that “The Board of Governors may, at 
any time, refund to subscribers any 
charges or portion of charges that it 
deems. appropriate.” The Board of 
Governors determined at its meeting 
in September 1978 to refund 10. per- 
cent of total billings for leveis 1, 2. and 
3 service for fiscal year 1978 to each 
NASDAQ subscriber 


THE NASD’s STATEMENT ON BASIS 
UNDER THE ACT FOR PROPOSED RULE 
CHANG 


Section 15A(bd}(5) provides that an 
association of brokers and dealers 
shall not be registered as a national se- 
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curities association unless the Com- 
mission determines that the rules of 
the association provide for the equita- 
ble allocation of reasonable dues, fees, 
and other charges among members 
and issuers and other persons using 
any facility or system which the asso- 
ciation operates or controls. 


THE NASD’s STATEMENT ON COMMENTS 
RECEIVED FROM MEMBERS, PARTICI- 
PANTS, OR OTHERS ON THE -PROPOSED 
RULE CHANGE 


Comments from the membership 
were not solicited nor received. 


THE NASD’s STATEMENT ON BURDEN ON 
COMPETITION 


It is felt that no burden on competi- 
tion is imposed by the proposed rule 
change. 


THE NASD’s STATEMENT ON BASIS FOR 
ACCELERATED APPROVAL OF PROPOSED 
RULE CHANGE 


The association requests that pursu- 
ant to section 19(b)(2) of the Act the 
Commission approve this proposed 
rate reduction prior to the 30th day 
after the date of publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER and suggests that 
the Comniission has good cause for 
doing so. 

NASDAQ, Inc., is on the accrual 
method of accounting for tax purposes 
and we have been advised by tax coun- 
sel that unless all events necessary to 
establish the refund are accomplished 
prior to fiscal year end, September 30, 
1978, there is a potential tax liability 
of up to 48 percent of the funds to be 
utilized for the refund should 
NASDAQ, Inc., be determined to be a 
taxable company. Tax counsel further 
advises that because Commission ap- 
proval is required for the rate reduc- 
tion, the failure to obtain such approv- 
al prior to September 30, 1978, may 
prevent any such reductions from 
being accrued as a deduction against 
potential fiscal 1978 income tax. 

Within 35 days of the date of publi- 
cation of this notice in. the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (November 1, 1978). or 
within such longer period: (i) As the 
Commission may designate up to 
ninety (20) days of such date if it finds 
such longer period to be appropriate 
and publishes its reasons for so find- 
ing; or (2) as to which the above-men- 
tioned self-regulatory organization 
consents, the Commission will: (a) By 
order approve such. proposed rule 
change; or (b) institute proceedings to 
determine whether the proposed rule 
change should be disapproved. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views, and argu- 
ments concerning the foregoing. Per- 
sons desiring to make written submis- 
sions should file six.(6) copies thereof 
with the Secretary of the Commission, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
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Washington, D.C. 20549. Copies of the 
filing with respect to the foregoing 
and of all written submissions will be 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Public Reference Room, 1100 L 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. Copies 
of such filing will also be available for 
inspection and copying at the princi- 
pal office of the above-mentioned self- 
regulatory organization. All submis- 
sions should refer to the file number 
referenced in the caption above and 
should be submitted on or before Cc. 
tober 9, 1878. 


For the Commission by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to del- 
egated authority. 

GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, 
Secretary. 
SEPTEMBER 19, 1978. 


(FR. Doc. 78-27169 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[4710-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Agency for international Development 


(Redelegation of Authority No. 99.1.101] 
REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT OFFICER, FiJl 


Redelegation of Authority Regarding 
Contracting Functions 


Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me as Director, Office of Contract 
Management, under Redeclegation of 
Authority No. 99.1 (23 FR 12826) from 
the Assistant Administrator for Pro- 
gram and Management Sei gi Ss oi the 
Agency for International Develop- 
ment, I hereby ate fo the Re- 
gional Development Officer, Fiji, the 
authority to sign U.S. Government 
contracts, grants, or amendments 
thereto provided that the ag 
amount of each individual conti 
grant does not exceed $25,000 or 
currency equivalent. 

The authority delegated herein is to 
be exercised in accordance with regu- 
lations, procedures, and policies estab- 
lished or modified and promulgated 
within AID and is not in derogation of 
the authority of the Director of the 
Office of Contract Management to ex- 

cise any of the functions herein re- 
del legated. 

The authority redelegated 
may be exercised by duly autt 


local 


herein 
horized 
persons who are performing the func- 
tions of the Regional Development Of- 
ficer in an acting capacity. 

This redelegation of authority is ef- 
fective immediately. 

Dated: September 18, 1978. 


Hucu L. DWELLEY, 
Director, Office of 
Contract Management. 
{FR Doc. 78-27158 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4710-02] 
RESEARCH ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Notice of Meeting 


Pursuant to Executive Order 11769 
and the provisions of section 19(a)(2), 
Pub. L. 92-463, Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, notice is hereby given of 
the A.I.D. Research Advisory Commit- 
tee meeting on October 31-November 
1, 1978, at the Pan Amerian Health 
Organization Building, 23d Street and 
Virginia Avenue NW., Conference 
Room “C”’ to review, appraise, and 
make recommendation to the Adminis- 
trator, Agency for International De- 
velopment, concerning projects pro- 
aed for A.I.D. central research fund- 
ing in the field of food and nutrition, 
— development and heaith. The 

meeting will begin at 9 a.m. and ad- 
journ at 5:30 p.m. each day. The meet- 
ing is open to the public. Robert C. 
Simpson, Director, Office of Program, 
Bureau for Development Support, is 
designated as the A.I.D. representative 
at the meeting. It is suggested that 
those desiring more specific informa- 
tion, contact Mr. Simpson, 1601 North 
Kent Street Aitihaten Va. 22209, or 
call area code 202-235-8898. 

Dated: September 19, 1978. 

ROBERT C. SinePson, 
A.I.D. Representative, 
Research Advisory Committee. 
{FR Doc. 7838-27159 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4710-09] 
Office of the Secretary 
[Public Notice 629] 
DETERMINATION UNDER SECTION 5(a} OF THE 


ATLANTIC TUNA CONVENTIONS ACT OF 
1975 


Pursuant to section 5(a) of the At- 
lantic Tuna Conventions Act of 1975 
(16 U.S.C. $Tlic(a)), the Secretary of 
State, with the concurrence of the 
Secretaries of Commerce and Trans- 
portation, has determined that the 
purposes of the International Conven- 
tion for the Conservation of Atlantic 
Tunas (TIAS 6767) would be served by 
bringing into effect with respect to the 
United States on August 9, 1978, the 
recommendation of the International 
Commission for the Conservation of 
Atlantic Tunas to extend for 2 years to 
August 16, 1980, the recommendation 
of the Commission which calls on the 
parties to the Convention to limit the 
— moratality ef Atlantic bluefin 

una to “recent levels’’. 


SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 
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Dated: September 21, 1978. 


Marky ELIZABETH HOINKES, 
Assisiant Legal Adviser for 
Oceans, Environment, and 
Scientific Affairs. 


[FR Doc. 78-27097 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4710-07] 
[CM-8/109] 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 


Notice of Meeting 


The International Industrial Proper- 
ty Panel of the Department of State’s 
Advisory Committee on International 
Intellectual Property will meet in 
open session on October 30, 1978, at 
the Department of State in Confer- 
ence Room 1105, from 9:39 a.m. to 1 
p.m. 

The purpose of this open meeting 
will be to discuss the following topics. 


1. The revision of the Paris Industrial 
Property Convention; 

2. The U.N. Conference on Science and 
Technology for Development; 

3. The UNCTAD Code of Conduct on 
Transfer of Technology; 

4. Miscelianeous industrial property mat- 
ters. 


The public attending may, as time 
permiis and subject to the instructions 
of the Chairman, participate in the 
discussions or may submit.their views 
in writing to the Chairman prior to or 
at the meeting for later consideration 
by the Committee. 

Members of the public who plan to 
attend the mecting will be admitted 
up to the limits of the conference 
room’s capacity. Entrance to the De- 
partment of State is controlled and 
entry will be facilitated if arrange- 
ments are made in advance of the 
meeting. Members of the general 
public who plan to aitend the meeting 
are requested to provide their name, 
affiliation, and address to Mr. Steven 
Brattain, Office of Business Practices, 
Department of State, telephone 202- 
632-3491 prior to October 26, 1978. All 
non-Government attendees at the 
meeting should use the C Street en- 
trance to the building. 


Dated: September 20, 1978. 
Harvey J. WINTER, 
Executive Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27157 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 


[4810-31 } 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Bureau of Aicohs!, Tobacco and Firearms 


{Notice No. 78-6] 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON EX 
GING AND ITS TECHNICAL SU 


PLOSIVES TAG- 
JBCOMMITTEE 


Clesed Meetina 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
ae Advisery Committee Act (5 
S.C. App. I 10<aX2)), notice is 
sine given that a closed meeting of 
the Ady fisory Committee on Explosives 
Taggi g and its Technical Subcommit- 
tee will be held on November 2, 1978, 
at the Federal Building, 1200 Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., 
Room 4033, beginning at 9:30 a.m. 
(e.s.t.). 

The Advisory Committee and its 
Technical Subcommittee will discuss 
detailed proprieta: y, scientific, and 
technical data concerning various can- 
didate explosive ta geing systems that 
can be used in the detection and iden- 
tification of euplanives. The informa- 
tion which will be presented and dis- 
cussed during the meeting will consti- 
tute trade secrets and commercial or 
financial information obtained from a 
person and privileged or confidential 
within the ambit of 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4). Accordingly, the meeting of 
the Advisory Committee and its Tech- 
nical Subcommittee will, under au- 
thority of section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App. I 10(d)), not be open to the 
public. 

All communications regarding this 
meeting of the Adviscry Committee 
and its Technical Subcommittee 
should be addressed to the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20226, Attention: Mr. 
Robert F. Dexter, Committees Man- 
ager, Technical Services Division, Ex- 
plosives Technology Branch, Room 
8233. 


Signed: September 19, 1978 


JOHN S. KROZMAN, 
Acting Director. , 
7838-27040 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


(FR Doc 


[4810-31] 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 


NOTICE OF GRANTING OF RELIEF PURSUANT 
TO SECTION 925(c), TITLE 18, UNITED 
STATES CODE 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to 18 U.S.C. section 925(c) the follow- 
ing named persons have been granted 
relief from disabilities imposed by Fed- 
eral laws with respect to the acquisi- 
tion, transfer, receipt, shipment, or 
possession of firearms incurred by 
reason of their convictions of crimes 


punishable by imprisonment for a 
term exceeding 1 year. 

It has been established to my satis- 
faction that the circumstances regard- 
ing the convictions of each applicant’s 
record and reputation are such that 
the applicants will not be likely to act 
in a manner dangerous to public 
safety, and that the granting of the 
relief will .not be contrary to the 
public interest. 


Bandy, Earlund E., 6134 So. 32nd Street, 
Omaha, Nebr., convicted on April 26, 1971. 
and on November 22, 1971, in the Dougias 
County District Court, Nebr. 

Beltran, Augustine G., 222 E. Mitchell 
Street, San Antonio, Tex., convicted on 
March 1, 1971, in the 175th Judicial! Dis- 
trict Court, Bexar County. Tex.: and on 
October 15, 1965, in the 144th Judicial 
District Court, Bexar County, Tex. 

Biddle, Clyde A., 2838 Margate Circle, Flint, 
Mich, convicted on May 12, 1948, and on 
January 16, 1951, in the Circuit Court of 
Genesee County, Mich. 

Blitz, Eric T., 624 N. G Street, 
Wash., 


Tacoma, 

convicted on May 29, 1975. in the 
United States District Court, Southern 
District of New York. 

Burgard, Robert A., 410 South First Street, 
Las Vegas, Nev., convicted on March 12, 
1976, in the United States District Court, 
Northern District, Toledo, Ohio. 

Cammack, James E., 123 Hazel Drive, Flor- 
ence, Ky., convicted on June’ 22, 1970, in 
the Court of General Sessions, Beaufort 
County, S.C. 

Carswell, Boyce L., Route 1, Mill Springs, 
N.C., convicted on November 17, 1949, and 
on November 17, 1952, in the United 
States District Court, Asheville, N.C. 

Crowell, Hughey G., 1349 Mill, Poplar Bluff, 
Mo., convicted on June 22, 1948, in the 
Madison County Circuit Court, Frederick- 
town, Mo. 

Davis, James, 1400 Bryant Street. Newport, 
Ark., convicted on February 11, 1942, in 
the Jackson County Circuit Court, Jack- 
son County, Ark. 

De Raleigh, Marcel V., 4513 Mont Eagie 
Place, Los Angeles, Calif., convicted on 
June 1, 1967, in the United States District 
Court, Eastern District, Flint, Mich. 

Dickens, Carrol L., 3326 W. 30th, Anchor- 
age, Alaska, convicted on April 14, 1964, in 
the Superior Court for the State of 
Alaska, Third Judicial District at Anchor- 
age. 

Donaldson, John W., 1561 N. Union Street, 
Decatur, Ill, convicted on February 5, 
1963, in the Sixth Judicial Circuit Court, 
Macon County, Il. 

Donnelly, John V., 204 Hillcrest, Elizabeth- 
town, Ky., convicted in April, 1969, in the 
Warren County Circuit Court, Bowling 
Green, Ky. 

Donovan, Theodore J., 8715 Brentwood 
Plaza, No. 18, Omaha, Nebr., convicted in 
February, 1961, in the District Court of 
Washington County, Nebr. 

Dooley, Randall G., SRA Box 500A, Chu- 
giak, Alaska, convicted on December 22, 
1971, in the United States District Court, 
Western District of Texas, Del Rio Divi- 
sion. 

Elliott, Roger D., 7044 28th Street, North 
Highlands, Calif., convicted on September 
2, 1969, and on September 25, 1969, in the 
Superior Court of California, Sacramento, 
Calif. 
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Engevik, Clifford A., 555 Asbury Street, St. 
Paul, Minn., convicted on or about Decem- 
ber 8, 1931, and on or about March 31, 
1933, in the Faribault County District 
Court, Minn., ane on or about March 26, 
1936, in the Winnebago County District 
Court, Minn. 

Esslinger, Wilbur D., R.R. No. 3, Box 195A, 
Crown Point, convicted on December 
17, 1945, in the Court of Quarter Sessions, 
County of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Feist, Clifton L., Ludiow, S. Dak., convicted 
on June 24, 1971, in the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the District of Wyoming. 

Files, Edward L., Route 3, Berry, Ala., con- 
victed on November 27, 1967, in the 
United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Alabama; and in 
April, 1964, in the United States Federal 
Court, Jaspar, Ala.; and on December 16, 
1974, in Fayette County Circuit Court, 
Ala. 

Finklestein, Joseph S., 4132 Carmichael 
Road, Montgomery, Ala., convicted on Oc- 
tober 17, 1973, in the United States Dis- 
trict Court, Middle District of Ala. 

Forster, Robert A., 24301 Aetna Street, 

’ Woodland Hills, Calif., convicted on Sep 
tember 16, 1970, in the California Superi- 
or Court, Santa Barbara County. 

Frenyea, Winfred T., 15210 Runnymede 
Street, Van Nuys, Calif., convicted on 
August 31, 1964, and on May 29, 1970, in 
the Superior Court, Los Angeles County, 
Calif. 

Gay, Dewey, Jr., Route No. 1, Box 470, 
Oneida, Ky., convicted on November 23, 
1969, in the United States District Court, 
London, Ky. 

Gibson, Coy, 1218 Christian Street, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., convicted on August 19, 1963, 
in the Court of Common Pleas, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

Glazier, Gary J., 1369 Southside Drive, 
Elko, Nev., convicted on September 17, 
1973, in the 27th Judicial District Court, 
Bell County, Tex. 

Goble, Roy E.. 15 Jonesboro Street, McDon- 
ough, Ga., convicted on September 11, 
1962, in the United States District Court, 
Northern District of Georgia, Atlanta, Ga. 

Godfrey, Shirley E., 541 Burroughs Street, 
Morgantown, W. Va., convicted on June 
13, 1972, in the United States District 

* Court, Northern District, Parkersburg, W. 
Va. 

Gray, Weaver L., P.O. Box 148, Route 3, 
Hamptonville, N.C., convicted on Novem- 
ber 17, 2947, November 22, 1955, and on 
November 30, 1960, in the United States 
District Court, Wilkesboro, N.C. 

Griffith, Edward M., 3605 State Road, 
Drexel Hill, Pa., convicted on October 3, 
1966, in the Court of Common Pieas— 
Criminal, Delaware County, Pa. 

Hall, Keith E., 7607 E. 112th Terrace, 
Kansas City, Mo., convicted on March 4, 
1974, in the Circuit Court of Jackson 
County, Mo. 

Hammond, Robert J., Route No. 8, Box 485, 
Lot 29, Leesburg, Fla., convicted on July 
27, 1961, and on July 2, 1962, in the Crimi- 
na! Court of Record for Dade County, Fla. 

Hancotte, James T., 2221 Coral Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa., convicted on August 1, 
1959, in the Magistrate Court for the 
County and City of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Hoag, Bill D., 3110 S. Wichita, Wichita, 
Kans., convicted on September 10, 1973, in 
the United States District Court, North- 
ern District of Iinois, Eastern Division. 


Ind., 


NOTICES 


Housden, Gregory J., Route No. 1, Box 426- 
A, Stanley, Va., convicted on October 14, 
1975, in the United States District Court, 
Western Judicial District of Virginia, 
Harrisonburg, Va. 

Hunter, Clinton D., 1145-B 
anipe as, Tex., convicted on January 7, 

1 the Yell Cour 
ell District, Ark. 

Ivie, Edward H., 64004 Desch 
Bend, Oreg., conv ed -. De 
1957 in the Glenn County Supe 
Willows, Calif. 

James, Robert E., 1004 Laramis 
Nebr., convicted on February 
Lincoln County Distric 
Platte, Nebr. 

Johnson, Arthur R., R.R. N 
convicted on March 31, 
Judicial Circuit, County 
cer, Ind. 

Jonn, Steven G., 6250 Holabird Stre 
4, San Diego, Calif 
1968, in the Super lor Court hake 
Washington for Che 

Kaplan, David L.., € 
convicted on April vg 
States District Court, 
Texas, Dallas Diviaie 

Keaton, Judith R., 765 Lennox Street, An- 
Gerson, Ind., convicted on September 17 
1968, Madison Circuit Court, Anderson, 
Ind. 

Kennsion, Jerry W., No. 7, Box 
Denham Springs, Pi convicted on 
cember 4, 1969, in the Nineteenth Judicial 
District Court, Baton Re 

Koons, William H., 1006 Londonderr 
Belair, Md., convicted on 
in the District Cou 
more, Md. 

Koonts, James F., 248 Garden Road, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, convicted on August 14, 1970, in 
the Franklin County Court of Common 
Pleas, Columbus, Ohio. 

LaDart, Joseph D., Jr., 2307 Whitney Drive, 
Monroe, La., convicted on September 5, 
1974, in the Fourth Judicial District 
Court, Ouachita Parish, La. 

LePage, Philip E., 1173 West 
Palmdale, Calif., convicted 
1971, in the Municipai 
Judicial District, 
Calif. 

Liston, Glenn D., P.O. Box 1137, Morgan- 
town, W. Va., convicted on June 13, 1972, 
in the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of West Vircinia. 

Lytle, Robert T., R.D. No. 2, Box 379, Sha- 
mokin, Pa., convicted on November 23, 
1977, in the United States District Court 
for the Middle District of Pennsylvania at 
Williamsport. 

Madden, Richard A., 36 Fox Avenue, — 
Jose, Calif., convicted on June 23, 1967, 
the Common Pleas Court of Ri chine 
County, Ohio. 

Maki, Rudolph §S., R.R. No. 3, Box 93, 
Wadena, Minn., convicted on May 19, 
1967, in the District Court, Fourth Judi- 
cial District, Hennepin County, Minn. 

Mathis, Howard, Route No. 6, Box 340-A, 
North Wilkesboro, N.C., convicted on No- 
vember 26, 1951, and on May 24, 1957, in 


Whitehaven, 
1959, 
ity Circuit Court, Darden- 


utes Road 
ember - 
rior Cour 


Sickheits District of 


163, 


y Drive, 
March 30, 1973, 
rt of Maryland, Balti- 


Avenue P-i, 
on March 4, 
Court of Antelope 
County of Los Angeles, 


the United States District Court, Wilkes-° 


boro, N.C.; on May 19, 1965, in the United 
States District Court for the Middle Dis- 
trict, North Carolina, Wilkesboro Division; 
and on September 17, 1964, and November 
13, 1969, in the County Special Court, 
Wilkes County, N.C. 
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McCoy, Larry D., 2008 Bakers Lane, Mobile, 
Ala., convicted on March 20, 1972, in the 
United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Texas, Laredo Divi- 
sion. 

McCullough, James R., 140-A Springdale 
Road, Birmingham, Ala., convicted on 
July 10, 1967, in the United States District 
Court, Northern District of Alabama, Bir- 
mingham, Ala. 
icCurdy, Png once J., II, 1873 Goodrich 
Avenue . Paul, Minn., convicted on May 

196 a in the Ramsey County District 
rt, St. Paul, Minn. 
nald D., P.O. Box 161, 
convic on December 4, 


Court, Buffalo 


1 Cham- 
Nebr., 


De- 
5. 1953, in 
City of De- 


, convicted 

United Si ates : 

Western District of Louisi- 
urles Division 

., JY., 61 Ranch 
‘ 4., convicted on Jar 
1$70, and on June 19, 1972, in the Court of 

Common Pleas, Lancaster County, Pa. 
Moss, Bernard H., 265 Eastlawn Drive, Dan- 
ville, Va., convicted on July 22, 1955, in 
ireu it Court of Pittsylvania County, 


f '€ 
ery 


n fichael A., 45 Olmstead Street, 
fartford, Conn., convicted on March 

93, 1960, and on January 18, 1962, in the 
Court of Common Pleas, Hartford, Conn 

Parcell, Walter F., Jr., Star Route, Alphine, 
Tenn., convicted on August 24, 1956, in 
the Criminai Court, Broward County, Fla. 

Perry, Manuel E., 498 Windsor Parkway, 
Hampton, Ga., convicted on February 25, 
1966, in the Court of mon Pleas, 
Lamar County, Ga.; on April 24, 1969, in 
the United States District Court, North- 
ern District of Georgia, Newnan Division: 
and on October 29, 1971, in the United 
States District Court, Middle District of 
Georgia, Macon Division. 

Phillips, Bobby J., 1044 Kittitas Street, 
Wenatchee, Wash., convicted on Septem- 
ber 14, 1973, in the Superior Court, State 
of Washington, County of Chelan. 

Piatek, Terrence, P.O. Box 21, Guys Mills, 
Pa., convicted on November i6, 1971, in 
the Court of Common Pleas, Allegheny 
County, Pa. 

Rago, Joseph J., 401 Buse Street, Ridley 
Park, Pa., convicted on September 13, 
1966, in the United States District Court, 
Eastern District, Pennsyivania; and on 
March 5, 1968, in the Court of Common 
Pleas, Philadephia County, Pa. 

Rayburn, William H., 600 Berger Road, Pa- 
ducah, Ky., convicted on November 2, 
1976, in the United States District Court, 
Western District, Paducah, Ky. 

Scott, Terry A., 449 E. Center, Madisonville, 
Ky., convicted on November 14, 1973, in a 
Genera! Court Martial, Carswell Air Force 
Base, Fort Worth, Tex. 

Shrader, Harry W., 61 Elizabeth Street, Ha- 
gerstown, Md., convicted on March 31, 
1956, in the Court of Oyer and Terminer 
of the Peace for the County of Franklin, 
Pa; and on April 11, 1956, in the Circuit 
Court, Washington County, Md. 

Sodos, Morris, 3635 Glencairn Lane, Indian- 
apolis, Ind., convicted on February 21. 


Com: 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 





43792 


1946, in the United States District Court, 
Southern District of New York. 

South, Duane L., 821 N. Lincoln, Marshall, 
Mo., convicted on January 24, 1969, and 
on January 9, 1971, in the Circuit County 
of Saline County, Mo. 

Stinchfield, William B., Sr., 23 Cottage 
Street, Elmwood, Mass., convicted on Feb- 
ruary 10, 1944, in the Plymouth County 
Superior Court, Plymouth, Mass. 

Tuschel, 
Cato, Wis.. convicted on November 11, 
1975, in the County Court, Branch No. 2, 
Manitowoc County, Wis. 

Walker, Elmer A., 3704 Bamboo Road, 
Portsmov h, Va., convicted on November 
12, 1973, in the United Siates District 
Court, Eastern District of Virginia, Nor- 
folk Division. 

Washington, David W., 810 Bashford Lane, 
Apt. 311, Alexandria, Va., convicted on De- 
cember 7, 1971, in the Circuit Court of 
Page County, Va. 

White, John P., 2252 Orchard Street, Lin- 
coln, Nebr., convicted on January 30, 1973, 
in the District Court for Lancaster 
County, Nebr. 

Wilfong, Rodney E., Route No. 619, Win- 
chester, Va., convicted on March 26, 1973, 
in the Winchester, Va., Circuit Court. 

Williams, Danny N., P.O. Box 84, Higbee, 
Mo., convicted on January 6, 1972, in the 
14th Judicial Circuit Court, Randolph 
County, Moberly, Mo. 

Wimbs, Brister, 163-38 145th Road, Jamai- 
ca, N.Y., convicted on March 12, 1957, in 
the United States District Court, South- 
ern District of New York. 

Womack, Harold R., 3637 Wates Street, 
Lancaster, Tex., convicted on March 27, 
1967, in the Circuit Court of Madison 
County, Ark. 

Wood, Paul J., 2912 E. McKellips, No. 53B, 
Mesa, Ariz., convicted on October 29, 1969, 
in the Criminal Court of Shelby County, 
Memphis, Tenn.; and on January 14, 1971, 
in the Maricopa County Superior Court, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 


Signed at Washington, D.C.., 
19th day of September 1978. 
JOHN G. KROGMAN, 
Acting Director, Bureau of Alco- 
hol, Tobacco and Firearms. 
{FR Doc. 78-27165 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


this 


[4810-35] 
Fiscal Service 


(Dept. Circ. 570, 1978 Rev., Supp. No. 5] 


SURETY COMPANIES ACCEPTABLE ON 
FEDERAL BONDS; CORRECTION 


In FR Doc. 78-18299 appearing in 
the issue of Monday, July 3, 1978, on 
page 28883, the underwriting limite- 
tion listed for American Fidelity Fire 
Insurance Company of $371,000 
should be corrected to read $532,000. 

Questions concerning this correction 
notice may be directed to the Audit 
Staff, Bureau of Government Finan- 
cial Operations, Department of the 
Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20226. 
Telephone (202) 634-5978. 


Patrick A., R.R. No. 1, Box 60,° 


NOTICES 


Dated: September 20, 1978. 


D. A. PAGLIAI, 
Commissioner, Bureau of 
Government Financial Operations. 
{FR Doc. 7838-27088 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[4810-40] 
Office of the Secretary 
{Public Debt Series—No. 22-78] 
TREASURY NOTES SERIES T-1980 
interesi Rate 


The Secretary of the Treasury an- 
nounced on September 20, 1978, that 
the interest rate on the notes desig- 
nated Series T-1980, described in De- 
partment Circular—Public Debt 
Series—No. 22-78, dated September 14, 
1978, will be 8% percent. Interest on 
the notes will be payabie at the rate of 
8% percent per annum. . 


Pau. H. Tay Lor, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 


SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT 


The announcement set forth above does 
not meet the Department's criteria for sig- 
nificant regulations and, accordingly, may 
be published without compliance with the 
Departmental procedures applicable to such 
regulations. 


{FR Doc. 78-27095 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 





[1505-01 } 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


{Decisions Vol. No. 21] 
DECISION-NOTICE 
Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-23368 appearing at 
page 37311 in the issue of Tuesday, 
August 22, 1978 and corrected on page 
42057 in the issue of Tuesday, Septem- 
ber 19, 1978, on page 42057, in the 
sixth line, “(Sub-279F)”, should read 
“(Sub-270F)”. 


[7035-01] 
{Notice No. 718] 
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 


SEPTEMBER 22, 1978. 

Cases assigned for hearing, post- 
ponement, cancellation or oral argu- 
ment appear below and will be pub- 
lished only once. This list contains 
prospective assignments only and does 
not include cases previously assigned 
hearing dates. The hearings will be on 
the issues as presently reflected in the 
Official Docket of the Commission. An 


attempt will be made to publish no- 
tices of cancellation of hearings as 
promptly as possible, but interested 
parties should take appropriate steps 
to insure that they are notified of can- 
cellation or postponements of hearings 
in which they are interested. 


MC 142059 (Sub-29F), Cardinal Transport, 
Inc., now being assigned for pre-hearing 
conference, October 30, 1978, at the Of- 
fices of Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC. 

MC 61264 (Sub-30F), Pilot Freight Carriers, 
Inc., now being assigned for pre-hearing 
conference, November 6, 1978, at the Of- 
fices of Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC. 

MC 113855 (Sub-427F), International Trans- 
port, Inc., now being assigned for pre- 
hearing conference, November 20, 1978, at 
the Offices of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, DC. 

MC 19227 (Sub-M1F), Leonard Bros. Truck- 
ing Co. Inc., now being assigned for hear- 
ing November 28, 1978, at the Offices of 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

MC 143629 (Sub-iF), R. E. Oerman, DBA 
Oerman Road Service, & Towing, now 
being assigned for hearing November 30, 
1978, at the Offices of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Washington, DC. 

MC 21866 (Sub-98F), West Motor Freight, 
Inc., now being assigned for hearing De- 
cember 5, 1978, at the Offices of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Washington, 
DC. 

MC 139917 (Sub-5), Searail, Inc., now being 
assigned for hearing on November 28, 1978 
(9 days), at New Orleans, LA, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 119226 (Sub-103F), Liquid Transport 
Corp., now assigned for October 17, 1978, 
at Chicago, IL is canceled and reassigned 
for November 28, 1978 (1 day), at Nash- 
ville, TN, in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 115826 (Sub-295F), W. J. Digby, Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on November 29, 
1978, at Denver, CO is canceled and trans- 
fered to Modified Procedure. 

MC 117792 (Sub-8F), J. C. Jackson, Jr., DBA 
Farm Products Co., transferred to Modi- 
fied Procedure. 

MC 138178 (Sub-6F), Heflin Industries, Inc., 
transferred to modified procedure. 

MC 135874 (Sub-108F), LTL Perishables, 
Inc., now assigned October 12, 1978, at 
Chicago, IL is postponed indefinitely. 

MC 123115 (Sub-19F), Packer Transporta- 
tion Co., now assigned for October 2, 1978, 
at Carson City, NV is postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

MC 95350 (Sub-8F), R. W. Jones Trucking 
Co., ndw assigned October 16, 1978, at Salt 
Lake City, UT, is cancelled and reassigned 
to October 16, 1978, (2 weeks), at Denver, 
CO, in a hearing room to be later desig- 
nated. 

MC 51146 (Sub-590F), Schneider Transport, 
Inc., MC 114457 (Sub-379), Dart Transit 
Co., MC 118989 (Sub-186F), -Container 
Transit, Inc. 

MC 119726 (Sub-124F), N. A. B. Trucking 
Co., Inc., MC 123255 (Sub-153F), B & L 
Motor Freight, Inc., MC 126276 (Sub- 
190F), Fast Motor Service, Inc., and MC 
134922 Sub-254, F. B. J. McAdams, Inc., 
now being assigned pre-hearing confer- 
ence October 31, 1978, at the Offices of 
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the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC. 

MC 35321 (Sub-1F), Henry S. Erschen, Inc., 
transferred to Modified Procedure. 

MC 60014 (Sub-57), Aero Trucking, Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on November 14, 
1978, at St. Louis, MO is cancelled and ap- 
plication dismissed. 

MC 57687 (Sub-14), Lester Smith Trucking, 
Inc., now assigned for hearing on Decem- 
ber 4, 1978, at Denver, CO is cancelled and 
application dismissed. 

MC 111812 (Sub-550), Midwest Coast Trans- 
port, Inc., now being assigned for contin- 
ued hearing on November 1, 1978, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, DC. MC-F-13463, 
The Lake Shore Motor Freight Co.—Pur- 
chase—Olsen Express, Inc., and MC 13569 
Sub-34 and 35, Lake Shore Motor Freight 
Co., now being assigned October 24, 1978, 
at the Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC, and contin- 
ued to November 14, 1978, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC. 

MC-F-2787, Evanston Fireproof Warehouse, 
et al—contro]—Allied Van Lines, Inc., peti- 
tion to reopen record was denied. MC-C- 
9886, Vanpac Carriers, Inc., v. Allied Van 
Lines, Inc., dismissed. 

MC 143578 (Sub-1), Wilson Bus Co., Inc., 
and MC 143578 (Sub-2F), Wilson Bus Co., 
Inc., now being assigned for continued 
hearing on November 2, 1978, at the Of- 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, DC. 


H. G. HomME, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27185 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


{7035-01} 


{Docket No. AB-19(Sub-36) 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD CO. 


Abandonment Near Willard and Sandusky— 
and Abandonment of Operations—Over Line 
Jointly Owned With Norfolk & Western Raii- 
way Co. and Trackage Rights Over Consoli- 
dated Rail Corp. Near Sandusky in Huron 
and Erie Counties, Ohio; Findings 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section 1a(6)(a) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6)(a)) that by 
a decision entered on March 1, 1978, 
and the decision of the Commission, 
Division 2, served August 8, 1978, as 
modified, adopted the decision of the 
administrative law judge, which is ad- 
ministratively final, stating that, sub- 
ject to the conditions for the protec- 
tion of railway employees prescribed 
by the Commission. in Oregon Short 
Line R. Co.-Abandcnment Goshen, 354 
ICC 584 (1978), the present and future 
public convenience and necessity 
permit the abandonment by the Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co. (1) of a pro- 
tion of its Sandusky Branch between 
valuation station 4637400 at or near 
Willard, Ohio, and valuation station 
6113.-51.5 at, or near Sandusky, a dis- 
tance of approximately 29.22 miles, (2) 
to abandon its operations over a line 


NOTICES 


jointly cwned with the Norfolk & 
Western Railway Co. betweén valua- 
tion station 6116+56.6 and valuation 
station 6141462 at or near Sandusky, 
Ohio, a distance of approximately 0.47 
mile, and (3) to abandon trackage 
rights over Consolidated Rail Corp. 
line between valuation station 
6113+51.5 and valuation — station 
6116+56.5 at or near Sandusky, Ohio, 
a distance of approximately 0.06 mile. 
A certificate of abandonment will be 
issued to the Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Co. based on the above-described 
finding of abandonment, 30 days after 
publication of this notice (October 27, 
1978), unless within 30 days from the 
date of publication, the Commission 
further finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has 
offered financial assistance (in the 
form of a rail service continuation 
payment) to enable the rail service in- 
volved to be continued; and 

(2) It is likely that such proffered as- 
sistance would: 

(a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to 
such line of railroad and the avoidable 
cost of providing rail freight service on 
such line, together with a reasonable 
return on the value of such line, or 

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all 
or any portion cf such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the issu- 
ance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is 
necessary to enable such person or 
entity to enter into a binding agree- 
ment, with the carrier seeking such 
abandonment, to provide such assist- 
ance or to purchase such line and to 
provide for the continued operation of 
rail services over such line. Upon noti- 
fication to the Commission of the ex- 
ecution of such an assistance or ac- 
quistion and operating agreement, the 
Commission shall postpone the issu- 
ance of such a certificate for such 
period of time as such an agreement 
(including any extensions or modifica- 
tions) is in effect. Information and 
procedures regarding the financial as- 
sistance for continued rail service or 
the acquisition of the involved rail line 
are contained in the notice of the 
Commission entitled ‘Procedures for 
Pending Rail Abandonment Cases” 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691, as 
amended by publication of May 10, 


' 1978, at 43 FR 20072. All interested 


persons are advised to follow the 
instructions contained therein as well 
as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced decision. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-27190 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 
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[7035-01] 
{Docket No. AB-19 (Sub-27) J 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD CO. 


Abandonment Between Flora and Sangamon 
Junction, in Clay, Effingham, Fayette, 
Shelby, Christian and Sangamon Counties, Il- 
linois; Findings 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section la(6)(a) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6)(a)) that by 
a decision entered June 8, 1978, a find- 
ing, which is administratively final, 
was made by the Commission, Divisicn 
1, acting as an appellate division, stat- 
ing that, subject to the conditions for 
the protection of railway employees 
prescribed by the Commission in 
Oregon Shori Line R. Co.-Abandon- 
ment Goshen, 354 ICC 584 (1978), the 
present and future public convenience 
and necessity permit abandonment by 
the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. of 
its line of railroad between Flora and 
Sangamon Junction, from station 
3961417 to station 3415449, a dis- 
tance of approximately 103.29 miles in 
Clay, Effingham, Fayette, Shelby, 
Christian, and Sangamon Counties, [I- 
linois. 

A certificate of abandonment will 
not be issued to the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. based on the above-de- 
scribed finding of abandonment until 
fina] determination of the proceeding 
by the U.S. Court cf Appeals. During 
the interim, however, the procedures 
specified in section la (6) and (7) of 
the Act will otherwise be followed. 
Thus, the Commission will be in posi- 
tion to issue a certificate of abandon- 
ment 30 days after publication of this 
notice (October 27, 1978) unless within 
30 days from the date of publication, 
the Commission further finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has 
offered financial assistance (in the 
form of a rail service continuation 
payment), to enable the rail service in- 
volved to be continued; and 

(20 It is likely that such proffered 
assistance would: 

(a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to 
such line of railroad and the avoidable 
cost of providing rail freight service on 
such line, together with a reasonable 
return on the value of such line, or 

(ob) Cover the acquisition cost of all 
or any portion of such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the issu- 
ance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is 
necessary to enable such person or 


'This proceeding is pending review in the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Cir- 
cuit, entitled Illinois Department of Trans- 
portation v. United States of America and 
Interstate Commerce Commission, No. 78- 
2020. 
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entity to enter into a binding agree- 
ment, with the carrier seeking such 
abandonment, to provide such assist- 
ance or to purchase such line and to 
provide for the continued operation of 
rail services over such line. Upon ncti- 
fication to the Commission of the ex- 
ecution of such an assistance or acqui- 
sition and operating agreement, the 
Commission shail postpone the issu- 
ance of such. 2 certificate for 
period of time as such an agreement 
(including any extensions or modifica- 
tions) is in effect. 

However as previously indicated no 
such certificate will be issued until the 
pending court proceeding has been fi- 
nally resolved. Information and proce- 
dures regarding the assist- 
ance for continued rail service or the 
acquisition of the involved rail line are 
contained in the notice of the Com- 
mission entitled “procedures for Pend- 
ing Rail Abandonment Cases” pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691, as 
amended by publication of May 10, 
1978, at 43 FR 20072. All interested 
persons are advised to follow the 
instructions contained therein as well 
as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced decision. 

H. G. HomMmME, JYr., 
Acting Secretary. 
iFR Doc. 78-27188 Filed 9-26-78: 8:45 am] 


n> 
sucn 


financial 


{7035-01 ] 
{Docket No. AB-18 (Sub-17)] 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY CO. 


Abandonment of Porticn of Greenbrier Branch 
Between North Caidweli and Burbin in 
Greenbrier and Pocahontas Counties, WV; 
Findings 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section la(6)(a) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6)(a)) that by 
a decision entered on December 15, 
1977, and the decision of the Commis- 
sion, served August 16, 1978, as modi- 
fied, adopted the decision of the ad- 
ministrative law judge, which is ad- 
ministratively final, stating that, sub- 
ject to the conditions for the protec- 
tion of railway employees prescribed 
by the Commission in Oregon Short 
Line R. Co.-Abandonment Goshen, 354 
ICC 584 (1978), the present and future 
public convenience and necessity 
permit the abandonment by the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co. of a 
portion of its Greenbrier branch be- 
tween valuation station 161443 at or 
near North Caldwell and valuation sta- 
tion 5021+22 at or near Durbin all in 
Greenbrier and Pocahontas Counties, 
WV, a distance of approximately 92.04 
miles. A certificate of abandonment 
will be issued to the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railroad Co. based on the above- 


NOTICES 


‘described finding of abandonment, 30 
days after publication of this notice 
(October 27, 1978), unless within 30 
days from the date of publication, the 
Commission further finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has 
offered financial assistance (in the 
form of a rail service continuation 
payment) to enable the rail service in- 
volved to be continued; and 

(2) It is likely that such proffered as- 
sistance would: ; 

(a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to 
such line of railroad and the avoidabie 
cost of providing rail freight service on 
such line, together with a reasonable 
return on the value of such line, or 

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all 
or any portion of such line of railread. 

If the Commission so finds, the issu- 
ance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is 
necessary to enable such person or 
entity to enter into a binding agree- 
ment, with the carrier seeking such 
abandonment, to provide such assist- 
ance or to purchase such line and to 
provide for the continued operation of 
rail services over such line. Upon noti- 
fication to the Commission of the ex- 
ecution of such an assistance or acqui- 
sition and operating agreement, the 
Commission shall postpone the issu- 
ance of such a certificate for such 
period of time as such an agreement 
(including any extensions or modifica- 
tions) is in effect. Information and 
procedures regarding the financial as- 
sistance for continued rail service or 
the acaisition of the involved rail line 
are contained in the notice of the 
Commission entitled ‘“‘Procedures for 
Pending Hail Abandonment Cases” 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691, as 
amended by publication of May 10, 
1978, at 44 FR 20072. All interested 
persons are advised to follow the 
instructions contained therein as well 
as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced decision. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 7$-27184 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


Elimination of Gateway Letter Netices 


SEPTEMEER 20, 1978. 

The following letter-notices of pro- 
posals to eliminate gateways for the 
purpose of reducing highway conges- 
tion, alleviating air and noise pollu- 
tion, minimizing safety hazards, and 
conserving fuel have been filed with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 


under the Commission’s Gateway 
Elimination Rules (49 CFR 1065), and 
notice thereof to all interested persons 
is hereby given as provided in such 
rules. 

An original and two copies of pro- 
tests against the proposed elimination 
of any gateway herein descr may 
be filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission on or before October 9, 
1978. A copy must also be served upon 
applicant or its representative. Pro- 
tests against the elimination of a gate- 
way will not operate to stay com- 
mencement of the proposed operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of 
the same carrier under these rules will 
be numbered consecutively for conven- 
ience in identification. Protests, if any, 
must refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 

The following applicants seek to op- 
erate aS a common carrier, by motor 
vehicles, over irregular routes. 


MC 32882 (Sub-E-7), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). (1) Commod- 
ities which by reason of size or weight, 
require special handling or the use of 
special equipment, and commodities 
(except motor vehicles and motor ve- 
hicle cabs and bodies, and except 
classes A and B explosives), which do 
not requre special handling or the use 
of special equipment when moving in 
the same shipment on the same bill of 
lading as commodities which by reason 
of size or weight require special han- 
dling or the use of special equipment; 
(2) self-propelled vehicles, weighing 
15,000 pounds or more, transported on 
trailers and related machinery, tools,. 
parts, and supplies moving in connec- 
tion therewith; (3) iron and steel arti- 
cles as described in appendix V to the 
Commission’s report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 
209 and 766; (4) pipe and pipe fittings 
(except iron and steel); and (5) con- 
struction materials (other than forest 
products, lumber, lumber products, 
and wood products, and commodities 
in bulk) between points in CO, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
OR and WA. (Gateway eliminated: 
Points in UT.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E-8), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Commodities, 
the transportation of which, by reason 
of size or weight, requires the use of 
special equipment and related machin- 
ery parts and related contractor’s ma- 
terials and supplies when their trans- 
portation is incidental to, and which 
move in the same shipment and on the 
same bill of lading, the transportation 
of the commodities authorized above, 
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between points in Sedgwick County, 
CO, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Washoe County, NV, 
and points in Humboldt County, NV, 
on and west of U.S. Hwy 95. (Gate- 
ways eliminated: Points in UT and 
points in Lake County, OR.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E-9), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Machinery or 
contractor’s equipment when also self- 
propelled articles, weighting 15,000 
pounds or more, transported on trail- 
ers between points in ID, in and north 
of Idaho County, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CO. (Gate- 
ways eliminated: Points in UT and 
WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E19), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F; Page (same as above). (1) Lumber, 
(2) building materials which are wood 
products or lumber products, (3) build- 
ing materials which are also iron and 
steel articles as described in appendix 
V to the Commission’s report in de- 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 MCC 209 and 1766, and (4) 
pipe and tubing (other than iron and 
steel) when also building materials, be- 
tween points in Sedgwick County, CO, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Washoe County, NV, and 
points in Humboldt County, NV, on 
and west of U.S. Hwy 95. (Gateways 
eliminated: Lake County, OR, in parts 
(1) and (2), and the gateways of Lake 
County, OR, and UT in parts (3) and 
(4).) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E11), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Commodities, 
which by reason of size or weight re- 
quire special handling or the use of 
special equipment and related machin- 
ery parts and related contractor’s ma- 
terials and supplies which do not re- 
quire special handling or the use of 
special equipment when moving in the 
same shipment on the same bill of 
lading as commodities which by reason 
of size or weight require special han- 
dling or the use of special equipment, 
between points in ID in and north of 
Idaho County, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in CO. (Gateways 
eliminated: Points in UT and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-F12), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Iron and steel 
articles as described in appendix V to 
the Commission’s Report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
MCC 209 and 766, between points in 
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CO, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Washoe, and Douglas 
Counties, NV, and points in Humboldt, 
Pershing, Storey, Churchill, Lyon, and 
Mineral Counties, NV, on and west of 
U.S. Hwy 95. (Gateways eliminated: 
Points in UT and OR.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E£13), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR $7217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Commodities 
which by reason of size or weight, re- 
auire speciai handling or the use of 
special equipment and related machin- 
ery paris and reiated contractors’ ma- 
terials and supplies, which do noi re- 
quire special handling or the use of 
special equipment when moving in the 
same shipments on the same bill of 
lading as commodities which by reason 
of size cr weight require special han- 
Gling or the use of special equipment, 
between Lsokout Pass, MT, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Prowess, Brent, Otero, Baca, Kiowa, 
Los Animas, Cheyenne, and Kit 
Carson Counties, CO. (Gateways elimi- 
nated: Points in UT and WA.) 


MC 32282 (Sub-£14), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Construction 
materials, between points in ID in and 
north of Idaho County, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in CO. 
(Gateways eliminated: Points in UT 
and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E15), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR $7217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Forest prod- 
ucts and lumber when also construc- 
tion materials, from points in ID in 
and west of Owyhee, Elmore, Boise, 
Valley, Idaho, Clearwater, Shoshone, 
Bonner, and Boundary Counties, to 
points in CO. (Gateways eliminated: 
Points in UT, OR, and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E16), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). (1) Commod- 
ities, which by reason of size or 
weight, require special handling or the 
use of special equipment, and com- 
modities (except motor vehicles and 
motor vehicle cabs and bodies, and 
classes A and B explosives), which do 
not require special handling or the use 
of special equipment when moving in 
the same shipment on the same bill of 
lading as commodities which by reason 
of size or weight require special han- 
dling or the use of special equipment; 
(2) self-propelled articles, weighing 
15,000 pounds or more, transported on 
trailers; (3) iron and steel aviicles as 
described in appendix V to the Com- 
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mission’s report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 
209 and 766; (4) pine (except iron and 
steel); and (5) construction materials, 
between points in Moffat, Routt, Jack- 
son, Larimer, Weld, Morgan, Logan, 
Sedgwick, and Phillips Counties, CO, 
and points in San Luis Obispo, Santa 
Barbara, Kings, Tulare, and Kern 
Counties, CA. (Gateways eiiminated: 
Points in UT and OR.) 

MC 32882 (Sub-E17), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Bcx 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
FP, Page (same as above). Iron and steel 
articies when also construction materi- 
als, between Lookout Pass, MT, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, pcints in 
Prowess, Brent, Otero, Baca, Kiowa, 
Los Animas, Cheyenne, and Kit 
Carson Counties, CO. (Gateways elimi- 
nated: Points in UT and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E18), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Pipe and 
tubing (except iron and steel) when 
also construction materials, between 
points in ID in and north of Idaho 
County, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CO. (Gateways elimi- 
nated: Points in UT and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E£19), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Iron and steel 
articles when also commodities which 
by reason of size or weight require spe- 
cial handling or the use of special 
equipment; and related machinery 
parts and related contractors’ materi- 
als and supplies which are iron and 
steel articles when their transporta- 
tion is incidental to the transportation 
of the commodities authorized above, 
between poihts in ID in and north of 
Idaho County, on the one hand, and, 
or the other, points in CO. (Gateways 
eliminated: Points in UT and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E290), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F, Page (same as above). (1) Commod- 
ities which by reason of size or weight, 
require special handling or the use of 
special equipment, and commodities 
(except motor vehicles and motor ve- 
hicle cabs and bodies, classes A and B 
explosives, and household goods as de- 
fined by the Commission) which do 
not require special handling or the use 
of special equipment when moving in 
the same shipment on the same bill of 
lading as commodities which by reason 
of size or weight require special han- 
Gling or the use of special equipment; 
(2) self-propelled articles, weighing 
15,066 pounds or more, transported on 
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trailers; (3) iron anu steel articles, as 
described in appendix V to the Com- 
mission’s report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61MCC 209 
and 766; (4) pipe (except iron and 
steel); and (5) construction materiais, 
between points in CO, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in CA 
. in and north of Monterey, Fresno, 
Madera, Tuolumne, and Alpine Coun- 
ties. (Gateways eliminated: Points in 
UT and OR.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E21), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Machinery or 
contractors’ equipment when also 
commodities which by reason of size 
or weight require special handling or 
the use of special equipment and com- 
modities (except motor vehicles and 
motor vehicle cabs and bodies, and 
classes A and B explosives), which do 
not require special handling or the use 
of special equipment when moving in 
the same shipment on the same bili of 
lading as commodities which be reason 
of size or weight require special han- 
dling or the use of special equipment, 
between points in ID in and north of 
Idaho County, on the one hand, and, 
en the other, points in CO. (Gateways 
eliminated: Points in UT and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E22), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box i7039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Jron and sicei 
articles when aiso construction materi- 
ais, between points in ID in and north 
of Idaho County, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CO. (Gate- 
ways eliminated: Points in UT and 
WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E23), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). Machinery or 
contractors’ equipment when also 
commodities which by reason of size 
or weight require special handling or 
the use of special equipment and com- 
modities (except motor vehicles and 
motor vehicle cabs and bodies, and 
except classes A and B explosives) 
which do no require special handling 
or the use of special equipment when 
moving the same shipment on the 
same bill of lading as commodities 
which by reason of size or weight re- 
quire special handling or the use of 
special equipment, between Lookout 
Pass, MT, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Prowess, Brent, 
Otero, Baca, Kiowa, Las Animas, 
Cheyenne, and Kit Carson Counties, 
CO. (Gateways eliminated: Points: in 
UT and WA.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-E24), filed August 29, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
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TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 17039, Port- 
land, OR 97217. Representative: Lex 
F. Page (same as above). (1) Machinery 
and (2) building materials restricted 
in (1) and (2) to commodities which by 
reason of size or weight require special 
handling or the use of special equip- 
ment and commodities (except motor 
vehicles and motor vehicle cabs and 
bodies, and classes A and B explo- 
sives), which do not require special 
handling or the use of special equip- 
ment when moving in the same ship- 
ment on the same bill of lading as 
commodities which be reason of size or 
weight require special handling or the 
use of special equipment, between 
points in Sedgwick County, CO, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Washoe County, NV, and points in 
Humboldt County, NV, on and west of 
U.S. Hwy 95. (Gateways eliminated: 
Points in UT and Lake County, OR.) 


MC 8353S (Sub-E572), filed May 31, 
1977. Applicant: C & H TRANSPOR- 
TATION CO., INC., 2010 West Com- 
merce Street, P.O. Box 5976, Dailas, 
TX 75222. Representative: Douglas 
Anderson (same as above). Heavy ma- 
chinery, between points in AL, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
CT. Restriction: The authority grant- 
ed immediately above is subject to the 
condition that the carrier shall not 
transport aircraft and missiles, and 
parts thereof. (Gateways eliminated: 
Philadelphia, PA, points in VA and 
NC.) 

MC 106644 (Sub-Ih49), filed February 
10, 1975, published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 2770 Peyton Road NW., At- 
lanta, GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. (1) Com- 
modities, the transportation of which, 
because of size, weight, or shape re- 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more 
and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies moving in connection 
therewith (except in (1) and (2) above, 
pipe, pipeline machinery, equipment, 
and supplies incidental to and used in 
connection with the construction, op- 
eration, repair, and servicing and dis- 
mantling of pipelines and the string- 
ing or picking up thereof), (a) between 
points in OK (except points south of a 
line beginning at the OK-MO State 
line extending along Interstate Hwy 
44 to Interstate Hwy 40, then west 
along Interstate Hwy 40 to the OK- 
TX State line), on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in AL (except 
points south of a line beginning at the 
AL-MS State line extending along 
U.S. Hwy 84 to junction AL Hwy 55, 
then south along AL Hwy 5 to the AL- 


FL State line); (b) between points in 
OK, south of a line beginning at Inter- 
state Hwy 44, then along Interstate 
Hwy 44 to junction Interstate Hwy 40, 
then west along Interstate Hwy 40 to 
the OK-TX State line, on the one 
hana, and, on the cther, points in AL 
south of a line beginning at U.S. Hwy 
55 to the AL-FL State line; (c) be- 
tween points in OK (except points east 
and south of a line beginning at the 
OK-AR State line extending along 
OK Hwy 1 to junction OK Hwy 7%, 
then along OK Hwy 7 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 81, then along U.S. Hwy 81 to the 
OK-TX State line), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AL (except 
points on and south of U.S. Hwy 82). 
(Gateways eliminated: Points in MO 
on and east of U.S. Hwy 61 and points 
in TN.) 


Nore.—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the correct carrier’s name, territo- 
rial description, and include an omission 
(part c). 


MC 106644 (Sub-E50), filed February 
10, 1975, published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
CoO., INC., 2770 Peyton Road NW., At- 
lanta, GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. (1) Com- 
modities, the transportation of which, 
becuase of size, weight or shape re- 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more 
and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies moving in connection 
therewith (except in (1) and (2) above, 
pipe, pipeline machinery, equipment, 
and supplies incidental to and used in 
connection with the construction, op- 
eration, repair, and servicing and dis- 
mantling of pipelines and-the string- 
ing or picking up thereof), (a) between 
OK, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in GA, NC and SC and 
(ob) between points in OK (except | 
points in OK east and south of a line 
beginning at the OK-AR State line ex- 
tending west along OK Hwy 9 to junc- 
tion U.S. Hwy 81, then north along 
U.S. Hwy. 81 to the TX-OK State 


‘ line), on the one hand, and, on the 


other, points in FL east of the Apa- 
lachicola River. (Gateways eliminated: 
Points in MO on and east of U.S. Hwy 
61, and points in TN.) 


Note—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the correct applicant’s name, 
insert the commodity description omitted in 
previous publication, and correct the terri- 
torial description. 


MC 106644 (Sub-E51), filed February 
10, 1975, published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 2770 Peyton Road NW., At- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 





lanta, GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. (1) Com- 
modifies, the transportation of which, 
becuase of size, weight or shape re- 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more 
and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies moving in connection 
therewith (except in (1) and (2) above, 
pipe, pipeline machinery, equipment, 
and supplies incidental to and used in 
connection with the construction, op- 
eration, repair, and servicing and dis- 
mantiing of pipelines and the string- 
ing or picking up thereof), between 
points in OK, (except points in OK 
east and south of a line beginning at 
the OK Hwy 1, then west along OK 
Hwy 1 to junction OK Hwy 7, then 
west along OK Hwy 7 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 81, then south along U.S. Hwy 81 
to the OK-TX State line), on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in VA 
(except points in VA west of U.S. Hwy 
52). (Gateways eliminated: Points a 
MO and east of U.S. Hwy 61, points in 
TN and specified points in NC.) 


Note—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the correct commodity, appli- 
cant’s name and territorial description: 


MC 106644 (Sub-E52), filed February 
10, 1975, published in the FrpERAL 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 2770 Peyton Road NW., At- 
lanta, GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. (1) Com- 
modities, the transportation of which, 
because of size, weight or shape re- 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more 
and related machinery, toois, parts, 
and supplies, moving in connection 
therewith (except in (1) and (2) above, 
pipe, pipeline machinery, equipment, 
and supplies incidental to and used in 
connection with the construction, op- 
eration, repair, and servicing and dis- 
mantling of pipelines and the string- 
ing or picking up thereof), between 
points in OK, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in MD. (Gateways 


eliminated: Points in MO and east of 


U.S. Hwy 61, and points in TN and 
NC.) 


Note—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the correct applicant’s name, add 
the second part of the commodity descrip- 
tion and correct the territorial description. 


MC 106644 (Sub-E53), filed February 
10, 1975,’ published in the Frperar 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
CoO., INC., 2770 Peyton Road NW., At- 
lanta, GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
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Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. (1) Com- 
modities, the transportation of which, 
because of size, weight or shape re- 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,600 pounds or more 
and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies moving . connection 

herewith (except in (1) and (2) above, 
pipe, pipeline lhe equipment, 

nd supplies incidental to and used in 
pence on with the construction, op- 
eration, repair, and servicing and dis- 
mantling of pipelines and the string- 
ing or picking up thereof), between 
points in OK, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in MA, NJ and RI. 
(Gateways eliminated: Points in MO 
on and east of U.S. Hwy 61, and points 
in TN and a specified point in NC.) 

Nore.—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the correct applicant’s name and 
add the second part of the commodity de- 
scription. 

MC 106644 (Sub-E54), filed February 
10, 1975, published in the FrprEran 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 2770 Peyton Road NW., At- 
lanta, GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Pesci 
Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. 
modities, the transportatior 
because of size, we ight or 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled 
each weighing 15,000 Suge or more 
and related machiner 
and supplies moving 
therewith (except in (1) and (3 
pipe, pipeline os erent eq 
and supplies incidental to 2: 
connection with the construct 
eration, repair, servicing, and disman- 
tiing of pipelines and the stringing or 
picking up thereof), between points in 
OK, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in PA (except those 
points in PA west .of U.S. Hwy 15). 
(Gateways eliminated: Points in MO 
on and east of U.S. Hwy 61, and points 
in TN and a specified point in NC.) 


(1) Com- 
1 of which, 


ehana 
snape re- 


articie es, 


Nore.—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the. correct applicant's 1 name, in- 
clude the second part of the cor j 
scription, and correct the 
tion. 


MC 106644 (Sub-E55), filed Pebruary 
10, 1975, published in the FrpERAL 
REGISTER issue of June 28, 1978, and 
republished, as corrected, this issue. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING 
Co., INC., 27706 Peyton Road NW., At- 
lanta; GA 30318. Representative: Guy 
H. Postell, Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30326. (1) Com- 
modities, the transportation of which, 
because of size, weight or shape re- 
quire the use of special equipment or 
handling, (2) self-propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more 


terr itor ial « dese ri ip- 
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and reiated machinery, 
and supplies moving 
therewith (except in (1 
pipe, pipeline machinery, equipment, 
and supplies incidental to and used in 
connection with the construction, op- 
eration, repair, servicing, and disman- 
tling of pipelines and the stringing or 
picking up Mesias Of), between eat in 
OK, on one Pn and, on the 
other, fails r (except points in 
NY west beginning at St. 
Regis, NY, tending southwest 
along U.S. Hwy to junction NY 
Hwy 58, then aimlied st along NY Hwy 
58 to junction NY Hwy 3, then south- 
west along NY Hwy 3 to junction NY 
Hwy 26, then along NY Hwy 26 to the 
NY-PA State line). (Gateways elimi- 
nated: Points in MO on and east of 
U.S. Hwy 61, and points in TN anda 
specified point in NC.) 


.tools, parts, 
in connection 
) and (2) anavre, 


Notze.—The purpose of this republication 
she correct applicant's name, 
@ modity y de- 


rial descrip- 


is to 
insert thie 
scription, 2 


a: 


ion 


MC 107478 (Sub-El4), filed May 8, 
1978. Applicant: OLD DOMINION 
FREIGHT LINE, P.O. Box 2006, Hig 
Point, NC 27261 Representative: 
L660 16th Street 
DC 20036. General 

j those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, com 
modities in bull requir- 
ing special 
goods as define t 
and those. injurious or 
to other lading), _ betwe mn 
within 50 miles 
east of a line ex 
NC, along NC 
NC, then along .- 3 ; 
tion NC Hwy 242 near Spivey’s Corn er, 
NC, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in ' , (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Wilmington, NC.) 


MC 107478 (Sub-E15), May 8, 
1978. Pegi OLD DOMINION 
FREIGHT LINE, P.O. Box 2006, High 
Point, NC metal Representative: 
Harry J. Jordan, Esq., 1000 16th Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20036. General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, com- 
modities in bulk, commodities requir- 
ing special equipment, househcoid 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
and those injurious or contaminating 
to other lading), between ‘all points 
within 50 miles of Wilson, NC, on and 
east of a line extending from Spring 
Hiil, NC, along U.S. Hwy 258 through 
Tarboro, NC, to junction NC Hwy 222 
at Fountain NC, then along NC Hwy 
222 through Saratoga, NC, to junction 
U.S. Hwy 117 at Fremont, NC, then 
along U.S. Hwy 117 through Golds- 
boro, NC, to junction U.S. Hwy 13, 
then along U.S. Hwy 13 through West 
Cross Roads (Spivey’s Corner), NC, to 


state 


Harry J. Jordan, Esq. 
id i n, 


NW.., 


umodities 


filed 
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junction I Hwy 95, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, all points on and 
south of a line in GA extending from 
the GA-AL State line at Cedartown, 
GA, along U.S. Hwy 278 to junction 
GA Hwy 113 at Rockmart, GA, then 
along GA Hwy 113 to junction GA 
Hwy 293 at Cartersville, GA, then 
along GA Hwy 293 to junction GA 
Hwy $2 at Acworth, GA,-then along 
GA gerd 92 to juncton GA Hwy 120, 
then ong GA Hwy 129 to Duluth, 
GA, ines de Alpharetta, GA, then 
along GA Hwy 120 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 29 at Lawrenceville, GA, then 
along U.S. Hwy 29 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 78 at Athens, GA, then along 
U.S. Hwy 78 to junction GA Hwy 17 at 
Thomson, GA, then along GA Hwy 17 
to junction GA Hwy 80 at Wrens, GA, 
then along GA Hwy 80 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 25 at Waynesboro, GA, then 
along U.S. Hwy 25 to junction GA 
Hwy 21 at Millen, GA, then along GA 
Hwy 21 to junction U.S. Hwy 301 at 
Syivania, GA, then along U.S. Hwy 
301 to the GA-SC State line. (Gateway 
eliminated: Wilmington, NC.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-5628), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street. Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent pa gr from points in Cuyahoga, 

mmi tark, Carroll, Harrison, Jef- 

ys ited mbiana, Mahoning, Trum- 
Ashtabula, Lake, Geauga, and 

> Counties, OH, to points in IL. 

nitat ion: The certificate in MC 
12304 Sub-65 shall be of no further 

ree and effe sct after August 9, 1980. 
Gateway eliminated: Lima, O1 HH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E629), filed July 11, 
Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL 
& RIGGING CO., 1601 ~nteal 
Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
entative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
G0, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent pa rts, from points in Cuyahoga, 
Summit, Stark, Carroll, Harrison, Jef- 
ferson, Coltowbias 1a, Mahoning, Trum- 
bull, Ashtabula, Lake, Geauga, and 
Porage Counties, OH, to points in WI. 
Limitation: The certificate in MC 
112304 Sub-65 shall be of no further 
force < i eet after August 9, 1980. 
ay eliminated: Lima, OH.) 


(Gatew 

MC 112304 (Sub-E630), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati,, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charies Tell, Suite 
1800, 1006 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Cuyahoga, 
Summit, Stark, Carroll, Harrison, Jef- 
ferson, Columbiana, Mahoning, Trum- 
bull, Ashtabula, Lake, Geauga, and 
Portage Counties, OH, to points in AL. 


NOTICES 


Limitation: The certificate in MC 
112304 (Sub-65) shall be of no further 
force and effect after August 9, 1980. 
(Gateway eliminated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E632), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent paris, from points in Cuyahoga, 
Summit, Portage, Mahoning, Trum- 
bull, Ashtabula, Lake, and Geauga 
Counties, OH, to points in FL. Limita- 
tion: The certificate in MC 112304 
(Sub-65) shall be of no further force 
and effect after August 9, 1980. (Gate- 
way eliminated: Lima, OH.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-E633), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati; OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charlies Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Evie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH, to pcints.in MS. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E634), filed Ju 
1978. Applicant: ACK DORA 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock ABincrg Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Lucas, 
Woed, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH, to points in LA. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E635), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charlies Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 Ea: 3road Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH, to points in AR. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E636), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Streét, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 


bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 


ly 11, 
N HAUL- 


nent parts, from points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH, to points in MO. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no futher force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E637), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representatives: A. Charies Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH, to points in IA. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (‘S Sub- E638), filed July i1, 
1978. Applican it: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charlies Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard reil and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH, to points in AL. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August $, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-E640), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 160 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 4321 rs Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, om points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hanc By Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH to points in FL. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E641), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent paris, from points in Lucas, 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Coun- 
ties, OH to points in MN. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E642), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1661 Blue 
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Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 
Representative: A. Charles Teil, 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, C 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and ¢ 
nent parts, from points in 
Wood, Hancock, Ottawa, Sandi : 
Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Lorain Cot 
ties, CH to points in WI. Limitation: 
The certificate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) 
shall be of no further force and effect 
after August 9, 1980. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E643), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL.- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Wyandot, 
Crawford, Richland, Ashland, Medina, 
Wayne, Marion, Morrow, Knox 
Holmes, Delaware, Franklin, Licking, 
and Coshocton Counties, OH, to 
points in AR. Limitation: The certifi- 
cate in MC 112304 (Sub-65) shall be of 
no further force and effect after 
August 9, 1980. (Gateway eliminated: 
Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E644), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: Charles Teil, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Wyandot, 
Crawford, Richland, Ashland, Medina, 
Wayne, Marion, Morrow, Knox, 
Holmes, Delaware, Franklin, Licking, 
and Coshocton Counties, OH, to 
points in MO. Limitation: The certifi- 
cate in MC 112304 (Sub-65), shall be of 
no further force and effect after 
August 9, 1980. (Gateway eliminated: 
Lima, OH.) 


MC 112364 (Sub-E645), filed Juty il, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Biue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: Charles Tell, Suite 
1800, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in Wyandot, 
Crawford, Richland, Ashland, Medina, 
Wayne, Marion, Morrow, cnox, 
Holmes, Delaware, Franklin, Licking, 
and Coshocton Counties, OH, to 
points in IA. Limitation: The certifi- 
cate in MC 112304 (Sub-65), shall be of 
no further force and effect after 
August 9, 1980. (Gateway eliminated: 
Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E646), filed July 11, 
1978. Applicant: ACE DORAN HAUL- 
ING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: Charles Tell, Suite 
1806, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, OH 43215. Guard rail and compo- 
nent parts, from points in. Wyandot, 
Crawford, Richland, Ashland, Medina, 


meth ue 


olum- 
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Wayne, Marion, 
Holmes, Delaware, 
and Coshoci OH, to 
points in MN. Limitation: The certifi- 
cate in MC 112304 (Sub-65), shall be of 
no further force and effect 
August 9, 1980. (Gatew 
Lima, OH.) 


MC 112304 (Sub-E647), 
1978. Applicant: ACE DOR 
ING & RIGGING ie 
Rock Street, — 
Representative: harie 
1800, 100 East Bro: ad § 
bus, OH 43215. Gua rd r 
nent paris, from point 
Crawford, Richland, Ast 
Wayne, Marion, Mo 
Holmes, Delaware, 
and Coshocton 
points in WI. Limitat 
cate in MC 112304 
no further forc 
August 9, 1980 
Lima, OH.) 


MC 115826 (Sub-E51), 
ber 15, 1977. Applicant: ba J. D 
INC., P.O. Box 5088 Termi rif Denver 
CO 80217. Representative: “William 
Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M 
Washington, DC 20036 
products and meat by-prod1 
ticles distributed by meat 
ouses, as Gescribed in sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificaies, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, from those points 
in CO on, east and north of a line be- 
ginning at the CO-WY State line, and 
extending along U.S. H wy 287, then 
along U.S.-Hwy 287 to junciion USS. 
Hwy 34, then along U.S. Hwy 34 to the 
western boundary of Larimer County, 
then along the western boundaries of 
Larimer and oe Cor unties to the 
northern boundary of Gilpin County 
to junction CO es “Lig then along 
CO Hwy 119 to junction U S. Hwy 
then along U.S. Hwy 6 to the western 
boundary of Jefferson 
along ti western 


9 Knox, 
in, Licking, 


my 


(Sub - 


and 


effect 


e 
(Gateway 


eiliminacea: 


County, then 
and southern 
boundaric: of Jefferson County 

the southern bondary of ee 
County to CO Hwy 67, then alon 

Hwy 67 to piesa iy US. Hwy 
Woodland Park, then along U.S. Hw 
24 to junction U.S. Hwy 85, then al 
U.S. Hwy 85 to Pueblo, then east ain L 
U.S. Hwy 50 to the CO-KS State lir 
to those points in CA on and west o 

line bevinning at the U.S.-Mexico 
ternational Boundary line ‘and ext end- 
ing along CA Hwy LiL. t then along CA 
Hwy 111 to Indio, then along I Hwy 10 
to junction U.S. Hwy 395, 1 along 
U.S. Hwy 395 to junction U s. Hwy 66, 
then along U.S. Hwy 66 to Barstow, 
then along CA Hwy 58 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 395, then along U.S. Hwy 395 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 6, then ante =. 
Hwy 6 to the NV-CA State line. 
way eliminated: Denver, CO.) 


(Gat 


frozen 


43799 


Sub-E52), filed Decem- 
. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, 
INC,, P.O. Box 50838 Termina, Denver, 
CoO 80217. Representative: William N. 
Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Fresh and 
doe eggs, butter, fruits 
ananas) and vegetadles, 
and dre aa pouliry pro- 
ssed eggs, between points iin 100 
wubbock, TX, including Lub- 
TX, on the one hand, and, on 
1e other, points on and north of a 
beginning at the UT-CO State 
line, then along U.S. Hwy 6 to junc- 
tion CO Hwy 9, then along CO Hwy 9 
to junction U.S. Hwy 24, then along 
U.S. Hwy 24 to junction U.S. Hwy 85, 
the n along U.S. Hwy 85 to junction I 
, 76, then along I Hwy 76 to junc- 

1 US. E iwy 34, then along U.S. Hwy 
o junction CO Hwy oo Linen along 
Hwy 71 to Junction I Hwy 76, then 
i 76 to the CO-NE Staite 


MC 115826 ¢ 
ber 15, 1977.. Ap 


meats, 
(except 
frozen 


hBice 
ime 


‘he authority 5 ed in 
ing paragraph to transport 
frozen meats and but is re- 
d to the transportation of traffic 
which originates at, or is destined to, points 
within 100 miies of Lubbock, TX, including 
ee TX, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, originates at or is destined to points 
in CO. (Gateway eliminated: Bouider, CO 
and points within 50 miles thereof.) 
§ (Sub-£76), filed Decem 
apne mt: W. J. DIGBY, 
P.O. Box 5088 Termina, Denver, 
CO ace Representative: William N. 
Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Frozen fruits 
and ve egetables, from points in CO on 
and north and west of a line beginning 
at the CO-UT State line, and extend- 
ing along U.S. Hwy 6, then along US. 
Hwy 6 to junction U.S. Hwy 50 at 
Grand Junction, then along U.S. Hwy 
50 to junction U.S. Hwy 85, ‘then along 
U.S. Hwy 85 to junetion US a 24 
at Limon, then along CO Hwy to 
junction I Hwy 76, then along [ yi eas 
76 to junction U.S. Hwy 6 at or near 
Stesline. then along U.S. Hwy 6 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 138, then along U.S. 
Hwy 133 to nia ne tion CO Hwy 113, 
then along CO Hwy 113 to the NE-CO 
—- line. (Gateway eliminated: 
, CO.) 


(Sub-E77), filed Decem- 

a plicant: Ww. J. DIGBY, 

3 Bos x 5088 Termina, Denver, 
peony Be illiam N. 

Shawn, , L730 I treet, NW., 
Washin rton, Dc” 20938. psc fruits 
ind vegetables, from points in CO on 
and north and west of aline beginning 
at the CO-1T y State line, and extend- 
ing along ¢ U. S. Hwy 6, then along U.S. 
Hwy 6 to juneti in U.S. Hwy 50, then 
along U.S. Hwy 50 to junction with 
the eastern boundary of Chaffee 
County, then along the eastern bound- 
ary of Chaffee County to junction 


Suite 


188—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978 





43800 


U.S. Hwy 24, then along U.S. Hwy 24 
to Colorado Springs, then along U.S. 
Hwy 24 to Limon, then along CO Hwy 
71 to junction I Hwy 76, then along I 
Hwy 76 to junction U.S. Hwy 6 at or 
near Sterling, then along U.S. Hwy 6 
to junction U.S. Hwy 138, then along 
_ U.S. Hwy 138 to junction CO Hwy 113, 
then along CO Hwy 113 to the NE-CO 
State line, to Austin, Dallas, Houston, 
Longview, and San Antonio, TX. 
(Gateway eliminated: Denver, CO.) 


MC 115826 (Sub-E79), filed Decem- 
ber 15, 1977. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, 
INC., P.O. Box 5088 Termina, Denver, 
CO 80217. Representative: William N. 
Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Dairy prod- 
ucts, chilled and frozen bakery prod- 
ucts, frozen fruits, frozen vegetables, 
frozen berries, frozen french - fries, 
frozen pizza and pizza pie ingredients, 
from those points in CO beginning at 
the CO-WY State line, and extending 
along U.S. Hwy 287, then along U.S. 
Hwy 287 to junction U.S. Hwy 34, then 
along U.S. Hwy 34 to junction US. 
Hwy 36, then along U.S. Hwy 36 to 
Boulder, then along CO Hwy 93 to 
Golden, then along CO Hwy 26 to 
junction Jefferson County Road 145, 
then along Jefferson County Road 145 
to junction CO Hwy 74, then along CO 
Hwy 74 to junction CO Hwy 8, then 
along CO Hwy 8 to junction U.S. Hwy 
285, then along U.S. Hwy 285 to junc- 
tion CO Hwy 75, then along CO Hwy 
75 to junction CO Hwy 85, then along 
CO Hwy 85 to junttion CO Hwy 470, 
then along CO Hwy 470 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 87, then along U.S. Hwy 87 
to junction I Hwy 176, then along I 
Hwy 76 to junction U.S. Hwy 34, then 
along U.S. Hwy 34 to junction CO Hwy 
71, then along CO Hwy 71, to junction. 
I Hwy 76, then along I Hwy 76 to junc- 
tion U.S. Hwy 6 near Sterling, then 
along U.S. Hwy 6 to junction CO Hwy 
14, then along CO Hwy 14 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 85, then along U.S. Hwy 85 
to the CO-WY State line, to points in 
OK on and east and south of a line be- 
ginning at the OK-MO State line, and 
extending along I Hwy 44, then along 
I Hwy 44 to junction U.S. Hwy 66, 
then along U.S. Hwy 66 to Oklahoma 
City, then along U.S. Hwy 62 to the 
OK-TX State line; those points in TX 
on and south and west of a line begin- 
ning at the TX-OK State line, and ex- 
tending along U.S. Hwy 62 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 287, then along U.S. Hwy 
287 to junction U.S. Hwy 66, then 
along U.S. Hwy 66 to the TX-NM 
State line (except El Paso, TX); and 
points in NM on and south and west of 
a line beginning at the TX-NM State 
line, and extending along U.S. Hwy 66, 
then along U.S. Hwy 66 to junction 
NM Hwy 39, then along NM Hwy 39 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 56, then along US. 
Hwy 56 to junction I Hwy 25, then 
along I Hwy 25 to the NM-CO State 


NOTICES 


line, except points in NM on U.S. Hwy 
85. (Gateway eliminated: Denver, CO.) 


MC 1152826 (Sub-E80), filed Decem- 
ber 15, 1977. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, 
INC., P.O. Box 5088 Termina, Denver, 
CO 80217. Representative: William N. 
Shawn, suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Dairy prod- 
ucts, chilled and frozen bakery prod- 
ucts, frozen fruits, frozen vegetables, 
frozen berries, frozen french fries, 
frozen pizza and pizza pie ingredients, 
from points in CO beginning at the 
CO-WY State line, and extending 
along U.S. Hwy 287 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 34, then along U.S. Hwy 34 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 36, then along U.S. 
Hwy 36 to Boulder, then along CO 
Hwy 93 to Golden, then along CO 
Hwy 26 to junction Jefferson County 
Road 145, then along Jefferson 
County Road 145 to junction CO Hwy 
74, then along CO Hwy 74 to junction 
CO Hwy &, then along CO Hwy 8 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 285, then along U.S. 
Hwy 285 to junction CO Hwy 121, 
then along CO Hwy 121 to CO Hwy 75, 
then along CO Hwy 75 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 85, then along U.S. Hwy 85 
to Colorado Springs, then along US. 
Hwy 87 to junction I Hwy 225, then 
along I Hwy 225 to junction I Hwy 70, 
then along I Hwy 70 to junction I Hwy 
270, then along I Hwy 270 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 85, then along U.S. Hwy 85 
to junction at the CO-WY State line, 
to points in OK on and south and east 
of a line beginning at the MO-OK 
State line, and extending along I Hwy 
44 to Oklahoma City, then along the 
H.E. Bailey Turnpike to Lawton, then 
along U.S. Hwy 62 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 283 then along U.S. Hwy 283, to 
the OK-TX State line; those points in 
TX on and south and east of a line be- 
ginning at the TX-OK State line, and 
extending along U.S. Hwy 277 to junc- 
tion I Hwy 20, then along I Hwy 10, 
then along I Hwy 10 to NM-TX State 
line, except El Paso, TX; and those 
points in NM on and south and west of 
a line beginning at the NM-TX State 
line, and extending along I Hwy 10 to 
the NM-AZ State line, and Gallup, 
NM, except points in NM on U.S. Hwy 
85. (Gateway eliminated: Denver, CO.) 


MC 1152826 (Sub-E81),- filed Decem- 
ber 15, 1977. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, 
INC., P.O. Box 5088 Termina, Denver, 
CO 80217. Representative: William N. 
Shawn, suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Frozen fruits, 
frozen vegetables, and frozen fish, in 
packages, when moving in the same 
vehicle with frozen fruits and frozen 
vegetables, from points in CA on and 
west and south of a line beginning at 
CA-NV State line, and extending 
along I Hwy 80, then along I Hwy 80 
to junction CA Hwy 20, then along CA 
Hwy 20 to junction CA Hwy 70, then 
along CA Hwy 70 to junction CA Hwy 


149, then along CA Hwy 149 to junc- 
tion CA Hwy 99, then along CA Hwy 
36, then along CA Hwy 36 to junction 
I Hwy 5, near Red Bluff, CA, then 
along I Hwy 5 to the CA-OR State 
line, to points in CO within 50 miles of 
Boulder, CO, including Boulder, which 
are east and south of a line beginning 
at the junction of the 50-mile radius of 
Boulder and U.S. Hwy 85 near Castle 
Rock, CO, then along U.S. Hwy 85 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 6 then along U.S. 
Hwy 6, to junction CO Hwy 93 near 
Golden, CO, then along CO Hwy 93 to 
junction Co Hwy 119, then along CO 
Hwy 119 to junction U.S. Hwy 287, 
then along U.S. Hwy 287 to Fort Col- 
lins, CO, then along CO Hwy 14 to 
junction with the 50-mile radius of 
Boulder, CO. (Gateway eliminated: 
Pueblo, CO.) 


MC 115826 (Sub-E&2), filed Decem- 
ber 15, 1977. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, 
INC., P.O. Box 5088, Termina, Denver, 
CO 80217. Representative: William N. 
Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Meat used as 
ingredients of animal food, fish and 
poultry, and fish and poultry byprod- 
uct, used as ingredients of animal 
food, in vehicles equipped with me- 
chanical refrigeration, from points in 
CO on and east of a line beginning at 
the CO-NM State line, and extended 
along U.S. Hwy 285, then along U.S. 
Hwy 285 to junction with the western 
boundary of Jefferson County, then 
along the western boundary of Jeffer- 
son County to junction with the 
northern boundary of Jefferson 
County, then along the northern 
boundary of Jefferson County to junc- 
tion CO Hwy 93, then along CO Hwy 
93 to Boulder, CO, then along CO Hwy 
119 to junction U.S. Hwy 287, then 
along U.S. Hwy 287 to junction CO 
Hwy 14, then along CO Hwy 14 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 87, then along U.S. 
Hwy 87 to the CO-WY State line, to 
Logan, UT. (Gateway eliminated: 
Greeley, CO, a point within 50 miles 
of Boulder, CO.) 


MC 115826 (Sub-E84), filed Decem- 
ber 15, 1977. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, 
INC., P.O. Box 5088, Termina, Denver, 
CO 80217. Representative: William N. 
Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Dairy prod- 
ucts, chilled and frozen bakery prod- 
ucts, frozen fruits, frozen vegetables, 
frozen berries, frozen french fries, 
frozen pizza and pizza pie ingredients, 
from points in CO on and north and 
west of a line beginning at the CO-UT 
State line and extending along U:S. 
Hwy 6 to junction U.S. Hwy 85, then 
along U.S. Hwy 85 to the CO-WY 
State line, te points in OK; those 
points in TX on and east of a line be- 
ginning at the U.S.-Mexico Interna- 
tional Boundary line at Presidio, TX, 
then along U.S. Hwy 67 to junction 
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U.S. Hwy 385, then along U.S. Hwy 
385 to junction U.S. 62, then along 
U.S. Hwy 62 to NM-TX State line; and 
those points in NM on and east and 
north of a line beginning at TX-NM 
State line, and extending along U.S. 
Hwy 62 to junction NM Hwy 18, then 
along NM Hwy 18 to Tucumcari, then 
along U.S. Hwy 54 to junction NM 
Hwy 39, then along NM Hwy 39 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 56 then along U.S. 
Hwy 56 to junction U.S. Hwy 85, then 
along U.S. Hwy 85 to the NM-CO 
State ‘line, except those points in NM 
on U.S. Hwy 85. (Gateway eleminated: 
Denver, CO.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E356), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6 Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above) Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment) In con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between TN points on and west of U.S. 
Hwy 51, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the Upper Peninsula 
of MI. (Gateway eliminated: Warren, 
IL.) 

MC 123407 (Sub-E357), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S: Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Buiiding materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between KY points on and west of I 
Hwy 65, on the one hand, and, on the 
other points in the Upper Peninsula of 
MI points west of U.S. 41. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E358), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materiais (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in MI, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in and 
east of Caddo, DeSoto, Natchitocher, 
Radider, Evangeline, St. Landry, Iber- 
billie, West Baton Rouge, Baton 
Rouge, Assumption and Terrebonne 
Parishes, LA. (Gateway eliminated: 
Warren, IZ.) 


MC 123497 (Sub-E359), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
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as above). Building maierials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior Gr subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in LA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in MI 
in or north of Berrien, Van Buren, Al- 
leyon, Kent, Montcalm, Isabell, Mid- 
land, Bay, and Huron Counties. (Gate- 
way eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E3609), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L, Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between MI north of Interstate Hwy 
94 (except Berrien and Van Burien 
Counties), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in AR in and west er 
south of Benton, Washington, Frank- 
lin, Johnson, Pope, Yell, Perry, Pu- 
laski, Jefferson, Lincoln, Drew, and 
Chicot Counties. (Gateway elimainat- 
ed: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E£361), 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Vaiparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
AR, on the one hand, and, on the 
other; points in the Upper Peninsula 
of MI. (Gateway eliminated: Warren, 
IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E362), 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and. commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
Carr, Jackson, Clay, Platte, Buchanan, 
Clinton, Holt, Andrew, DeKalb, Atchi- 
son, Nodaway, Gentray, Worth, Harri- 
son, Grundy, Mercer, Putnam, Sulli- 
van, Adair, Schuyler, Cotland, Knox, 
Lewis, and Clark Counties, MO, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
MI, PA and Lucar, Wood, Seneca, San- 
dusky, Ottawa, Richland, Huron, Erie, 
Lorain, Medina, Ashland, Wayne, 
Stark, Summit, Cuyahoga, Carroll, 
Jefferson, Columbiana, Mahoning, 
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Portage, Trumbull, Geauga, Lake, and 
Ashtabula Counties, OH. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-H363), 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
teriais (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
TX on and west of a line beginning at 
the Gulf of Mexico at Port Lavaco ex- 
tending along U.S. Hwy 87 to Cuero to 
junction U.S. Hwy 183, then along U.S. 
Hwy 183 to Lampasas, then along U.S. 
Hwy 281 to the OK-TX State line, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, PA 
points in and north of the counties of 
Lawrence, Butler, Armstrong, Indiana, 
Clearfield, Centre, Mifflin, Snyder, 
Northumberland, Columbia, Luzerne, 
Carbon, and Monroe. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E364), 
18, 1973. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
TX on and west of U.S. Hwy 75, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Lucas, Ottawa, Erie, Lorain, Cuya- 
hoga, Lake, and Ashtabula Counties, 
OH. (Gateway eliminated: Warren, 
IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E365), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials ‘except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in the Lower Peninsula 
of MI, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in TX on and west and 
south of a line beginning at the OK- 
TX State line extending along U.S. 
Hwy 75 to Huntsville, TX, then along 
U.S. Hwy 190 to the TX-LA State line. 
(Gateway eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E366), filed June 18, 
1878. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 


filed June 


filed June 


‘as above). Building materials (except 
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requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in TX, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
Upper Peninsula of MI. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E367), filed June 18, 
1978. Appiicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in TX on and west of a 
line beginnig at the TX-OK State line 
extending along U.S. Hwy 75 to junc- 
tion TX Hwy 105, at or near Conroe, 
TX, then east along TX Hwy 105 to 
the TX-LA State line, on the ‘one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IN 
on or north of U.S. Hwy i2. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E368), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in ID, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IN, OH, 
and PA. (Gateway eliminated: Warren, 
IL.) 


MC 123407. (Sub-E369), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prier or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in OR (except Wallowa 
and Union Counties), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in MI. (Gate- 
way eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E370), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in WA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in MI 
in, east and south of Dickinson and 
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Marquette Counties. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-2371), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring ,special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in WA and OR, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, IN, OH 
and PA. (Gateway eliminated: Warren, 
IL.) 

MC 123407 (Sub-E372), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
Giately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in ID on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in MI in and 
east and south of Dickinson, Meno- 
minee, Delta, Schoolcraft, and Luce 
Counties. (Gateway eliminated: 
Warren, I1..) 


MC: 123407 (Sub-E373), filed June 
18, 1878. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
IN in and north of Warren, Fountain, 
Montgomery, Boone, Marion, Shelby, 
Decatur and Franklin Counties, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
CO in and north and west of Las 
Animas, Otero, Crowley, Lincoln and 
Kit Carson Counties. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E374), filed June 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC.,: South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
AZ on and south and west of a line be- 
ginning at the AZ-NM State line ex- 
tending along U.S. Hwy 60 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 180, then along U.S. Hwy 
180 to junction U.S. Hwy 89, then 


along U.S. Hwy 89 to the AZ-UT State 


line, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IN on and north of a 
line beginning at the IN-IL State line 
extending along U.S. Hwy 50 to 
Shoals, then southeast along U.S. Hwy 
50 to the IN-KY State line. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E375), 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
CO, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in OH and PA. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E376), filed June 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, .INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
AZ, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in OH and PA. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E 377), filed June 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso,-. IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above).. Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
MI, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CA, NV, UT, CO, and 
AZ. (Gateway eliminated: Warren IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E 378), filed June 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
MI in and east of Marquette and Dick- 
inson Counties, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in WY. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E 379), filed June 


18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
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Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately pricr or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
CA, NV, UT, and WY, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IN, 
OH and, PA. (Gateway eliminated: 
Warren IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E 380), filed June 
18, 1978. Applicant: SAWYFR 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 
46383. Representative: Richard L. 
Loftus (same as above). Building ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment), in containers or in trail- 
ers, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, or by 
water-rail, or by air, between points in 
NM west of I Hwy 25, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IN 
on and north of I Hwy 74. (Gateway 
eliminated: Warren IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E381), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in MI, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in KS 
and NM. (Gateway eliminated: 
Warren, IL.) . 


MC 123407 (Sub-E382), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in KS, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IN 
on and north of U.S. Hwy 6 and points 
in OH on and north of a line begin- 
ning at the IN-OH State line extend- 
ing along U.S. Hwy 6 to Norwaik, then 
along OH Hwy 18 to Akron, then 
along I Hwy 76 to the OH-PA State 
line. (Gateway eliminated: Warren, 
IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E383), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN. 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
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requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in OF in and west of 
Washington, Tulsa, Omulgee, Ofur- 
kee, Pontotoc, Johnson, and Choctaw 
Counties, OK, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in OH in and 
north of Defronce, Henry, Wood, San- 
Gusky, Eluron, 

Summit, Portage, 

Counties, OH. (Gateway 

Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E384), filed Tune 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
reauiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in CK on and west of I 
Hwy 35, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IN on and north of 
U.S. Hwy 6. (Gateway eliminated: 
Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E385), filed June 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRA! 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building Materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commod 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in OK, on the hand, 
and, on the other, points in Mi in and 
north of Ottawa, Kent, Parry, Cal- 
houn, Jackson, Washtenaw, and 
Wayne Counties, MI. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-H3386), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Building materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail, or by air, 
between points in KS, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in PA 
in and north of Lawrence, Mercer, 
Vernongo, Clarion, Jefferson, Ciear- 
field, Centre, Mifflin, Junito, Perry, 
Dauphin, Lebanen, Berks, Chester, 
Delaware, Philadeiphia, and. Bucks 
Counties. (Gateway eliminated: 
Warren, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E387), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
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as above). Prefabricated buildings, 
complete, knocked down or in sections, 
including all component parts, equip- 
ment and materials incidental to the 
erection and completion of such build- 
ings, when shipped therewith (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring special equipment), in con- 
tainers or in trailers, having an imme- 
diately prior or subsequent movement 
by water, or by water-rail or by air, 
from Jacksonville, FL, to points in 
WY, except Alabany and Laramie 
Counties. (Gateway eliminated: Litch- 
field, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E388), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
as above). Prefabricated buildings, 
complete, knocked down, or in sec- 
tions, including all component parts, 
equipment and materials incidental to 
the erection and completion of such - 
buildings, when shipped therewith 
(except commodities in bulk and com- 
modities requiring special equipment), 
in containers or in trailers, having an 
immediately prior or subsequent 
movement by water, or water-raii or 
by air, from Miami and Tampa, FL, to 
points in WY. (Gateway eliminated: 
Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E389), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
address as above). Prefabricated build- 
ings, complete, knocked down, or in 
sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from Mobile, AL, to 
points in Crook, Weston, Niobrara, 
Converse, Campbell, Sheridan, Big 
Horn, Washakie, Natrona, Fremont, 
Hot Springs, and Park Counties, WY. 
(Gateway eliminated: Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E390), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square. 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383 Rep 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
address as above). Prefabricated build- 
ings, complete, knocked down, or in 
sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
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rail, or by air, from Chattanooga, TN, 
to points in WY, except Laramie, 
Goshen, Platte, Albany, Carbon, and 
Sweetwater Counties. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Litchfield; MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E391), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
address as above). Prefabricated buiid- 
ings, complete, knocked down, or in 
sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dentai to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from Memphis, TN, to 
points in Crook, Weston, Campbell, 
Johnson, Sheridan, Big Horn, Washa- 
kie, and Park Counties, WY. (Gateway 
eliminated: Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E392), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT. INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. Rep- 
resentative: Richard L. Loftus (same 
address as above). Prefabricated build- 
ings, complete, knocked down, or in 
sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from Paducah, KY, to 
points in Crook, Weston, Campbell, 
Johnson, Washakie, Hot Springs, 
Park, Big Horn, and Sheridan Coun- 
ties, WY. (Gateway eliminated: Litch- 
field, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E393), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). Prefabricated 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from Covington, KY, te 
points in WY except those points in 
Laramie, Goshen, Albany, and Platte 
Counties. (Gateway eliminated: Litch- 
field, MN.> ’ 


MC 123407 (Sub-E394), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
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U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). Prefabricated 
buildings, compiete, knocked down, or 
in sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring sperial equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from Louisville, KY, to 
points in WY except those points in 
Albany, Carbon, Laramie, Goshen, 
Piatte, and Niobrara Counties. (Gate- 
way eliminated: Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E395), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). Prefabricated 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, fromm Owensboro, KY, to 
points in Park, Teton, Fremont, Na- 
trona, Converse, Niobrara, Weston, 
Crook, Campbell, Johnson, Sheridan, 
Washakie, Hot Springs, and Big Horn 
Counties, WY. (Gateway eliminated: 
Litchfield, MN.) 

MC 123407 (Sub-2396), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). Prefabricated 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from points in IN, to 
points in Park, Teton, Hot Springs, 
Washakie, Big Horn, Sheridan, John- 
son, Campbell, Crook, and Weston 
Counties, WY. (Gateway eliminated: 
Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E397), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). Prefabricated 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 


dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from points in MI, to 
points in WY. (Gateway eliminated: 
Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E398), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). Prefabricated 
buiidings, complete, Knocked down, or 
in sections, including all component 
parts, equipment, and materials inci- 
dental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, when shipped there- 
with (except commodities in bulk and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), in containers or in. trailers, 
having an immediately prior or subse- 
quent movement by water, or water- 
rail, or by air, from points in CO and 
NM, to points in MI on and north of 
MI Hwy 55. (Gateway eliminated: 
Litchfield, MN.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E399), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). (1) Decorat- 
ing or preservative materials, supplies, 
and equipment; (2) paint, painting 
materials, supplies, and equipment; (3) 
engine coolant, lubricating oil, clean- 
ing compounds, and glue; and (4) ad- 
vertising material (except commod- 
ities in bulk and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment), in containers 
or in trailers, having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by 
water, or water-rail, or by air, from 
points in WA, to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of MI on and east of Inter- 
state Hwy 75. (Gateway eliminated: 
Facilities of Montgomery Ward Paint 
Factory at Chicago Heights, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E400), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). (1) Decorat- 
ing or preservative materials, supplies, 
and equipment; (2) paint, painting 
materials, supplies, and equipment; (3) 
engine coolant, lubricating oil, clean- 
ing compounds, and glue; and (4) ad- 
vertising material (except commod- 
ities in bulk and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment), in containers 
or in trailers, having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by 
water, or water-rail, or by air, from 
points in OR, to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of MI on and east of Inter- 
state Hwy 75. (Gateway eliminated: 
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Facilities of Montgomery Ward Paint 
Factory at Chicago Heights, TL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E461), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). (1) Decorat- 
ing or preservative materials, supplies, 
and equipment; (2) paint, pe Linting 
materials, supplies, and equipment; (3) 
engine coolant, lubricating ail, clean- 
ing oompounds, and glue; and (4) ad- 
verlising meferial (except commaod- 
ities in bulk and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment), in containers 
or in trailers, having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by 
water, or by water-rail, or by air, from 
points in CA, to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of MI except those in Goge- 
bic County. (Gateway elim pee: Fa- 
cilities of Montgomery Wa 
Factory at Chicago Heights, =i 


MC 123407 (Sub-E402), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). (1) Decorat 
ing or preservative maiecrials, supplies, 
and équipment; (2) paint, painting 
materials, supplies, and equipment; (3) 
engine coolant, lubricating oil, clean- 
ing compounds, and glue; and (4) ad- 
vertising materiai (except commod- 
ities in bulk and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment), in containers 
or in trailers, having an immedia oe 
prior or subsequent oe 
water, or by water-rail, or by air, f 
points .n ID except those in Bour a ary 
and Bonner Counties, to points in the 
Upper Peninsula of MI on and east of 
I hwy 75. (Gateway eliminated: Facili- 
ties of Montgomery Ward Paint Fac 
tory at Chicago Heights, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E403), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. Loftus 
(same address as above). (1) Decorai- 
ing or preservative materials, supplies, 
and: equipment; (2) paint, painting 
materials, supplies, and equipment; (3) 
engine coolant, lubricating oil, clean- 
ing compounds, and glue; and (4) ad- 
vertising material (except commod- 
ities in bulk and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment), in containers 
or in trailers, having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by 
water, or by water-rall, or by air, from 
points in NV, to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of MI except points in 
Houghton, Ontonagon, Gogebic and 
Keweenaw Counties. (Gateway elimi- 
nated: Facilities of Montgomery Ward 
Paint Factory at Chicago Heights, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-E404), filed June 18, 
1978. Applicant) SAWYER TRANS- 


Pain nt 
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PORT, INC.; South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: Richard L. 
(same address as above). (1) 
ing or preservative materials, supplies, 
and equipment; (2) paint, painting 
materials, supplies, and equipment; (3) 
engine coolant, lubricating oil, ci 
ing compounds, and giue; te (4 
vertising material (except commod- 
ities in bulk and commodities requir- 
ine special equipment), in containers 
or in traile L i nediatel y 
prior or subsequent movement by 
water, or by water-rail, or by oat a 
points in 1 AZ, to points } 
Peninsula of MI. ye 

Facilities | of Mo! n 


Decorat- 


ean- 
ad- 


, UL 


Yura tre r a 
‘rs, having a 


(FR Doc. 78-27i81 Filed 9-26- 


(Notice No. 173] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 
SEPTEMBER 27 

The following are not 
applications ioe temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce yee ssanilee for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR 1131 se 
rules provide that an or 
(6) copies of protests t 
may be filed with 
named in the FPererRaL 
= no later n 

, after the date 


a 
These 


iginal and six 


tha 


the 
filing of the: application is ies 
the FeperaL Register. On copy of the 
protest must be served on the 


' he iv? 
published in 


cant, or its authorized represent 
if any, and the protestant must c 
that such servi ce has been mar 
protest must id the ove ati ng 
authority upon w hich it is predicated, 
specifying the “MC” docket and “Sub” 
number and quoting the particular 
portion of authority upon which it 
relies. Also, the protestant shall speci- 
fy the service it.can and will he op e 
and the amount and type equi; 
wili make evatiable for use in connec- 
tion with the service contempiated by 
the TA application. The weight ac- 
corded a protest shail be governed by 
the compieteness and pertinence of 
the protestant’s information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 

vill be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re- 
sulting from approval of its applica- 
tion. 

A copy of the application is om file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and 


ent tify 
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also in the ICC Field Office to which 
protests are to be transmitted. 


Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


MC 107107 (Sub-468TA) filed July 
21, 1978. Applicant: ALTERMAN 
TRANSPCRT LINES, INC. (a Florida 
corporation), 12805 Northwest 42nd 
Avenue, P.O. Box 425, Opa- Locka, FL 
33054, Representative: Ford W. Sewell, 
12804 Northwest 42nd Avenue, Opa 
Locka, FL 33054. Authority sought to 
operate as a COMMON carrier, oy motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Perishabie , 
stuff, in vehicles equip; 
chanical refrigeration—maintaixr 
degrees—do not freeze, from Balti- 
more, MD, to points in FL, GA, NC. 
SC, and TX for 180 anys. pplicant 
reg an underlvin 
up to $0 days of operating 


‘hers’ . 
shi er | 


BS also seek- 


pete mes 


( J oP 


Sen 

Tran 

si ssttiesk, interstate Comm 
sion, Siena of Operations, 
Building, Suite 101, 8410 
53d Terrace, Miami, FL 33166. 


MC 112617 (Sub-401TA) filed July 
I plicant: LIQUID TRANS- 
INC. Kentucky corpora- 

Box 21395, 1292 Fern 

Road, Louisville, KY 4022 

‘sentative: Charles R. Dunford 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
4S a common carrier, by motor 


operate 45 a 
"regular routes , trans- 


Repre 


ve shicle over 
porting: Petroleum pitch, in bulk, in 
were : refineries at or 
KY to AL, CT, 

. LA, MD, MA, MN, MS, 

, NY, NC, PA, RI, SC, TN, 

OM; wv, IL, IN, MI, 

30 days. Supporting 

Petroleum Co., Divi 

Inc., P.O. Box 391, 

Send protests to: 

sinda H. Sypher, District Super- 

visor, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 426 U.S. Post Office 
Louisville, KY 40202.. 
MC 114273 (Sub-4] 
21, 1978. Applicant: 
Box 68, 


vehicles 


Piilaine 
Building, 


6TA), filed Juiy 
CRST, INC., P.O. 

3930 Lé6th Avenue, Cedar 
IA 52406. Pip hepintieritr 
Kenneth ae Co: re (same as 2rplicant). 
Authority sought os “operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fi- 
brebourd corrugated boxes, from Phila- 
delphia, PA, to St. Paris, OH, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Kardon In- 
dustries, 120i Chestnut Street, Phila- 
delphia, PA 19107. Send protests to: 
Herbert W. Allen, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Cperations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 518 Federal Build- 
ing, Des Moines, IA 50309. 


MC 114273 (Sub-417TA), filed July 
21, 1978. Applicant: CRST, INC., P.O. 
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Box 68, 3930 16th Avenue, Cedar 
Rapids, IA 52406. Representative: 
Kenneth L. Core (same as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ad- 
hesives (except in bulk), in vehicles 
equipped with mechanically 
and/or refrigeration from Camden, 
NJ, to points in IL, IN, IA, KS, MN, 
MO, ND, SD, OK, and WI, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: General 
Felt Industries, Park 80 West, Saddle- 
brook, NJ 07662. Send protests to: 
Herbert W. Allen, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 518 Federal Build- 
ing, Des Moines, ILA 50309. 


MC 114273 (Sub-418TA), filed July 
21, 1978. Applicant: CRST, INC., P.O. 
Box 68, 3930 16th Avenue, Cedar 
Rapids, IA 52406. Representative: 
Kenneth L. Core (same as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs, nonfrozen (except in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from Danbury and 
New Milford, CT, to Chicago, IL, for 
189 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 
of operating authority. Supporting 
Shipper: Nestle Co., 100 BLoomingdale 
Avenue, White Plains, NY 10605. Send 
protests to: Herbert W.. Allen, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 518 
Federal Building, Des Moines, IA 
50309. 


MC 114273 (Sub-437TA), filed July 


Box 68, Cedar Rapids, IA 52406. Rep- 
resentative: Kenneth L. Core (same as 
applicant). Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Frozen foodstuffs (except in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from Grand Rapids 
and Lake Odessa, MI, to Bettendorf, 
IA; Bonner Springs, KS; Chicago IL; 
Cumberland County, NJ; Kansas City, 
KS, and Richmond, VA for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Seabrook Foods, 
Inc., P.O. Box 500, Seabrook, NJ 
08302. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 518 Federal Building, Des 
Moines, iA 50309. 

MC 117068 (Sub-98TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: MIDWEST SPECIAL- 
IZED TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
(Minnesota corporation), North High- 
way 63, P.O. Box 6418, Rochester, MN 
55901. Representative: Alien I> Koenig, 
P.O. Box 6418, Rochester, MN 55901. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Enameled steel silos, loading and un- 
loading devices, waste storage tanks, 
livestock feeding systems, livestock 


heated .- 
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feed bunkers, forage metering devices, 
animal waste spreader tanks, and 
parts and accessories, for the above 
named commodities, over irregular 
routes, from De Kalb and Eureka, IL, 
and Elkhorn, WI, to points in MI, IN, 
KY, TN, MS, AL, FL, GA, SC, NC, VA, 
WV, MD, VT, NH. ME, and OH 
(except OH counties of Ashtabula, 
Belmont, Columbiana, Jefferson, Ma- 
honing, Trumbull and Monrce) for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: A. O. Smith 
Corp., P.O. Box 584, Milwaukee, WI 
53201. Send protests to: Delores A. 
Poe, Transportation Assistant, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 414 Federal Building, 
110 South Fourth Street and USS. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, MN 55401. 


MC 117589 (Sub-51TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: PROVISIONERS 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., 3801 Sev- 
enth Avenue South, Seattle, WA 
98108. Representative: Michael D. 
Duppenthaler, 515 Lyon Building, 607 
Third Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Malt bever- 
ages and materials and supplies, inci- 
dental to the brewing and packaging 
of malt beverages, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, be- 
tween Jefferson County, CO, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
WA, for 180 days. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Sup- 
porting shipper: Adolph Coors Co., 
Golden, CO 80401. Send protests to: 
Hugh H. Chaffee, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, ICC, 858 Feder- 
al Building, Seattle, WA $8174. 


MC 124078 (Sub-839TA), filed July 
21, 1978. pplicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28 Street, 
Milwaukee, WI 53215. Representative: 
Richard H. Prevette (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Clay and clay slurry, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Jefferson and 
Twiggs Counties, GA, and Twiggs 
County, GA-and Aiken County, SC, to 
points in MA and ME, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: J. M. Huber 
Corp., Thornall Street, Edison NJ 
08817 (F. C. Atherton). Send protests 
to: Gail Daugherty, Transportation 
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, U.S. 
Federai Building and Courthouse, 517 
East Wisconsin Avenue, Room 619, 
Milwaukee, WI 53202. 


MC 125433 (Sub-162TA), filed July 
21, 1978. Applicant: F-B TRUCK 
LINE CO. (Utah corporation), 1945 
South Redwood Road, Salt Lake City, 
UT 84104. Representative: David J. 
Lister, 1945 South Redwood Road, 


Salt Lake City, UT 84104. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bentonite in 100- 
pound bags on pallets, from the facili- 
ties of Dresser Minerals at Greybull, 
WY, to KS, OK, LA, and TX for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days for 
operating authority. Supporting ship- 
per: Dresser Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 
6504, Houston, TX 77005 (Steve 
Anders, Supervisor of Domestic Traf- 
fic, Oilfield Products), Send proiests 
to: L. D. Helfer, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce . Commission, 
5301 Federal Building, Salt Lake City, 
UT 84138. 


MC 125689 (Sub-1TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: BEATTYVILLE 
TRANSPORT, INC. (a Kentucky cor- 
poration), P.O. Box 357, Catlettsburg, 
KY 41129. Representative: Mr. Oakie 
G. Ford (same address as above). Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
Jar routes, transporting: Roofing as- 
phailt, in packages, from plantsite of 
Ashland Petroleum Co., at Leach, KY, 
to points in IN, MD, OH, PA, TN, VA, 
and WV for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper: Ashland Petro- 
leum Co., Division of Ashland Oil, Inc., 
P.O. Box 391, Ashland, KY 41101. 
Send protests to: (Mrs.) Linda Sypher, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 426 
U.S. Post Office Bidg., Louisville, KY 
40202. 

MC 126844 (Sub-52T A), filed July 21, 
1878. Applicant: R.D.S: TRUCKING 
Co., INC., 1713 North Main Road, 
Vineland, NJ 08360. Representative: 
Terrence D. Jones, 2033 K Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20006. Authori- 
ty sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, meat byproducts,. and arti- 
cles distributed by. meat  packing- 
houses, as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I .to the report in De- 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk) from 
the facilities utilized by Geo A. 
Hormel & Co. at Ottumwa, IA, to 
Wiikes-Barre, PA, for 180 days. Appli- 
cant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au- 
thority. Supporting shipper: Geo A. 
Hormel & Co., P.O. Box 800, Austin, 
MN 55912. Send protests to: John P. 
Lynn, Transportation Specialists, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 428 
East State Street, Room 204, Trenton, 
NJ 08608. 


MC 133841 (Sub-5TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: DAN BARCLAY, 
INC. (NJ corporation), P.O. Box 426, 
362 Main Street, Lincoln Park, NJ 
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07035. .Representative: George A. 
Olsen, P.O. Box 357, Gladstone, NJ 
07934. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Water and air pollution control equip- 
ment and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
insialiation of the foregoing (except 
commodities in bulk), between the fa- 
cilities of Belco Potution Control 
Corp., Fairfield, NJ, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the US 
(except AK & HI) for 180 days. Appli- 
cant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au- 
thority. Supporting shipper: Belco Po- 
lution Control! Inc., 31 Fairfield Road, 
Fairfield, NJ 07006. Send protests to: 
Joel Morrows, District Supervisor, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 9 
Clinton Street, Room 618, Newark, NJ 
07102. 


MC 135649 (Sub-3TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: FRIEDERICH 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 86, 
626 East State Street, O’Fallon, IL 
62269. Representative: xrmest A. 
Brooks, II, Attorney, 1301 Ambassador 
Bldg., St. Louis, MO 63101. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carr- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Commodities 
such as are dealt in by retail discount 
stores, between the facilities of Ven- 
ture Stores, Inc., located in Chicago, 
IL, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Merrillville, IN, and Davenport, 
IA, under a continuing contract, or 
contracts with Venture Stores, Inc., a 
division of May Department Stores 
Co., for 180 days. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Sup- 
porting shipper: Thomas P. Tanner, 
Director of Transportation, Venture 
Stores, Inc., a division of May Depart- 
ment Stores Co., 615 Northwest Plaza, 
St. Ann, MO 63074. Send Protests to: 
Charles D. Little, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 414 
Leland Office Building, 527 East Cap- 
itol Avenue, Springfield, IL 62701. 


MC 136886 (Sub-3TA), filed July 21, 
1978. AppHcant: MASTERSON 
TRANSFER CoO., INC. (NY CORP.), 
3000 Pennsylvania Avenue, West, 
Warren, PA 16365. Representative: 
Kenneth T. Johnson and Ronald W. 

falin, Attorney at Law, Bankers 
Trust Building, Jamestown, NY 147901. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Such 
merchasdise as dealt in by mail order 
houses and such equipment, materiais 
and supplies used in the conduct of 
such business (except commodities in 
bulk; clothing, advertising materials, 
and shipping supplies) between points 
in the United States east of MN, IA, 
MO,-AR, and LA (except points in PA 
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and points in Chautauqua, Erie, and 
Cattaraugus Counties, NY) to points 


in Warren County, PA under a con- 
tinuing contract or contracts with New 
Process Co. of Warren County, PA for 
New 
Hickory reet 


180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Process Co., 220 
Warren, PA 16366. S: 
John J. Engiand, Di 
Bureau of Operations, I 
merce Commission, 
Building, 1000 Liberty 
burgh, PA 15222. 


MC 13947 (Sub-5TA), filed July 21 
1978. Applicant: G. L. SKIDM 
d:b.a. JELLY SKIDMORE TR 
ING CO., P.O. Box 35, Paris, TX 
75460. Representative: Paul D. Angen- 
end, P.O. Box 2207, Austin, TX 78768. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicie, over ir- 
regular routes transporting: (1 
canned and p erved foodstuffs, and 
(2) ingredients and supplies used in 
the manufacture of canned and pre- 
served foodstuffs, from the facilities of 
Campbell Soup Co. at or near Worth- 
ington, MN, to the facilities of Camp- 
bell Soup (Texas) Inc. at or near 
TX under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Campbell Soup (Texas) 
Inc., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Campbeil Soup Co., 115 9th Street, 
Worthington, MN 56187. Send protests 
to: Opal M. Jones, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1100 Commerce 
Street, Room 13C12, Dallas, TX 75242, 


MC 140635 (Sub-13TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: ADAMS LINES, INC., 
2619 “MN” Street, Omaha, NE 68107. 
Representative: Edward A. O’Donneil, 
1004 29th Street, Sioux City, IA 51104. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 

routes, transporting: 


Avenue, 


Pie 


ALiio, 


over irregular 
Fresh meat from the facilities of Pala- 
mera Beef Corp., Omaha, NE, to } 
ita, KS, for 180 days. Applicar 

also filed an underlying ETA se 

up to 90 days of operating a 
Supporting shipper: Palamer 

Corp., 25th and Z Streets, Omaha, NE 
68107. Send protests to: Carroll Rus- 
sell, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Suite 620, 110 
North 14th Street, Omaha, NE 68102. 


MC 140869 (Sub-9TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: KERRI TRUCKING 
INC., 130 Route 17, South, Mahway, 
NJ 07430. Representative: John Im- 
bimbo, 50 Orange Terrace, Middle- 
town, NY 10940. Authority scught to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicie, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Metal swimming pools and 
cabinets from Carlstadt, NJ, to Tulsa, 
OK, Oklahoma City, OK, Akron, OH, 
Los Angeles, CA, Greenwood, IN, Elk 
Grove Village, IL, Columbus, OH, Har- 
risburg, PA, Syracuse, NY, Penn Hills, 
PA, Great Barrington, MA, Glen 
Burnie, MD, Springfield, IL, Detroit, 
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MI, Cincinnati, OH, Garland City, TX, 
Atianta, GA, Kansas City, MO, Wash- 
ington, DC, Charleston, WV, Boston, 
MA and Covina, CA for 180 days. Ap- 
piicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
authority. Supporting shipper: 
Delta Industries, Inc., 99 Kero Road, 
Caristadt, NJ 97072. Send protests to: 
‘ rows, District Supervisor, In- 
Commission, 9 

>, Room 618, Newark, NJ 


ine 
Ing 


1978. Applicant: PACIFIC STATES 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 4188, 
Federal Way, WA 98003. Repres 

tive: Henry C. Winters, 235 Evergreen 
Building, Renton, WA 98055. Authori- 
ty sought to o ate as a common car- 
rier, by mot vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Aiuminum pigs, 
ingots, billets, and slads, from The 
Dalles, OR, to points in CA, for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting ship- 
per: Martin-Marietta Aluminum, Inc., 
6801. Rockledge Drive, Bethesda, MD 
20034. Send protests to: Hugh H. Chaf- 
fee, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op- 
erations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 358 Federal Building, Seattle, 
WA 98174. 


MC 142916 (Sub-1LTA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: WILLIAM DALE 
GAINES, Bowen, IL 62316. Represent- 
ative: William Dale Gaines (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Steel, from Gary, IN, to Knapheide 
Manufacturing Co., Quincy, IL, Inter- 
state 80 to Interstate 55 to State 
Route 136 to State Route 24 into 
Quincy, IL for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper: Arthur C. Cox, 
Jr., Secretary-Treasurer, The Kna- 
pheide Mig. Co., 436 South 6'h Street, 
Quincy, IL 62301. Send prii. sts to: 


- Charles D. Little, District Supervisor, 


Interstate Commerce Commission, 414 
Leland Office Building, 527 East Cap- 
itol Avenue, Springfield, TL 62701. 

MC 143233 (Sub-2TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: DENNY TRANS- 
PORT, INC. (INDIANA CORP.), 3435 
Industriai Parkway, Jefferscnville, IN 
47130. Representative: C. Edward 
Glasscock, 1600 Citizens Plaza, Louis- 
ville, KY 46202. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrie7, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Part I—Dry milk products 
from the facilities of DMI, Inc. at Lou- 
isville, KY, to points and places in AL, 
AZ, AR, CA, CO, CT, FL, GA, IL, IN, 
IA, MD, KS, LA, MA, MI, MS, MO, 
NE, NH, RI, NJ, NM, NY. NC, O8, 
OK, OR, PA, SC, TN, TX, VA, WY, 
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and WI: Part Ii—soy flour, corn flour, 
and milk powder, when transported 
with nonexempt commodities, from 
points and places in AL, AZ, AR, CA, 
CO, CT, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, MD, KS, 
LA, MA, MI, MS, MO, NE, NH, RI, NJ, 
NM, NY, NC, OH, OK, OR, PA, SC, 
TN, TX, VA, WV, and WI, to the fa- 
cilities of DMI, Inc. at Louisville, KY 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 


DMI, Inc., 4820 Allmond Avenue, Lou- > 


isvile, KY 40214. Send protests to: 
Beverly J. Williams, Transportation 
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 46 East Ohio Street, 
Room 429, Indian- apolis, IN 46204. 


MC 144247 (Sub-2TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: DOWNEY ENTER- 
PRISES, INC., 31706 Coast Highway, 
South Laguna, CA 92677. Representa- 
tive: Gregory L. Parkin, 2500 West 
Orangethorpe, Suite U, Fullerton, CA 
92633. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Merchandise as is dealt in by retail, 
wholesale, and chain grocery stores, 
from Cincinnati, OH; Kansas City, 
MO; Jackson, TN; Chicago, IL; and 
Momence, IL, to points in AZ, CA, OR, 
WA, ID, UT, and CO, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: The Procter & 
Gamble Distributing Co., P.O. Box 
599, Cincinnati, OH. Send protests to: 
Irene Carlos, Transportation Assist- 
ant, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Room 1321 Federal Building, 300 
North Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, 
CA 90012. 


MC 144326 (Sub-2TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: RICHARDSON 
TRUCKING, INC. (COLORADO 
CORP.), 330 East 8th Street, P.O. Box 
967, Greeley, CO 80631. Representa- 
tive: Wm. Fred Cantonwine (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Malt beverages and related advertising 
materials from Jefferson County, CO 
to points in IA and MO for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
ing authority. Supporting shipper: 
Adolph Coors Co., Golden, CO 80401. 
Send protests to: D/S Roger L. Bu- 
chanan, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 721 19th Street, 492 U.S. Cus- 
toms House, Denver, CO 80202. 


MC 144307 (Sub-1TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: WILSON'’S MILK 
HAULING, INC., 4971 Pleasant Ave., 
Hamilton, OH 45014. Representative: 
James R. Stiverson, Stiverson and 
Alden, 1396 West Fifth Avenue, Co- 
lumbus, OH 43212. Authority sought 
to operate as 4 common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Molasses, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Cincinnati, OH, to 
points in IL, IN, KY, MI, OH, PA, and 
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WV for 180 days. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Sup- 
porting shipper: National Molasses 
Co., Willow Grove, PA 19090. Send 
protests to: Paul J. Lowry, District Su- 
pervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 5514-B 
Federal Building, 550 Main Street, 
Cincinnati, OH 45202. 


MC 145689 (Sub-1TA), filed July 21, 
1978. Applicant: PORTER BROTH- 
ERS, INC., Box 53, Route 40, Browns- 
ville, OH 43721. Representative: Jerry 
B. Sellman, Esq., Muldoon, Pemberton 
& Ferris, 50 West Broad Street, Co- 
lumbus, OH 43215. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 


transporting: Oil and gas well tubular - 


goods, accessories, and supplies 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
points in Muskingum County, OH, and 
points in PA and WV, for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
ing authority. Supporting shipper: 
The Buckeye Supply Co., 18 Harrison 
Street, Zanesville, OH 43701. Send 
protests to: Frank L. Calvary, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 220 Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 85 Marconi Boulevard, 
Columbus, OH 43215. 


By the Commission. 


H. G. HoMmME, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-27186 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{Notice No. 172} 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 


SEPTEMBER 27, 1978. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act provided for 
under the provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. 
These rules provide that an original 
and six (6) copies of protests to an ap- 
plication may be filed with the field 
official named in the FEDERAL REGIs- 
TER publication no later than the 15th 
calendar day after the date the notice 
of the filing of the application is pub- 
lished in the FEpERAL REcISTER. One 
copy of the protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protestant 
must certify that such service has 
been made. The protest must identify 
the operating authority upon which it 
is predicated, specifying the “MC” 
docket and “Sub” number and quoting 
the particular pertion of authority 


upon which it relies. Also, the protes- - 


tant shall specify the service it can 
and will provide and the amount and 


type of equipment it will make availa- 
ble for use in connection with the serv- 
ice contemplated by the TA applica- 
tion. The weight accorded a protest 
shall be governed by the completeness 
and pertinence of the protestant’s in- 
formation. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human envirenment re- 
sulting from approval of its applica- 
tion. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and 
also in the ICC Field Office to which 
protests are to be transmitted. 


Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


MC 1263 (Sub-29TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: McCARTY TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 17th and Harris Avenue, 
Trenton, MO 64683. Representative: 
Frank W. Taylor, Jr., Suite 600, 1221 
Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, MO 
64105. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Metal cans and car. ends, from Mount 
Vernon and Carthage, MO to Kansas 
City, KS, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper:- Carnation Co., 
5045 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, 
CA 90036. Send protests to: Vernon V. 
Coble, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commissicn, 600 Federal 
Building, 911 Walnut Street, Kansas 
City, MO 64106. 


MC 2900 (Sub-338TA), filed July 3, 
1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of September 1, 1978, 
and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: RYDER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road, P.O. 
Box 2408-R, Jacksonville, FL 32209. 
Representative: John Carter (same ad- 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Glass containers and accesso- 
ries, from Streator, IL, to points in the 
State of Michigan, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments originat- 
ing at the named origin and destined 
to points in the named State, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Owens-TIlli- 
nois, Inc., Box 1035, Toledo, OH 43666. 
Send protests to: G. H. Fauss, Jr., Dis- 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Box 35008, 400 W. Bay Street, Jack- 
sonville, FL 32202. The purpose of this 
republication is to show irregular 
routes in lieu of regular routes as pre- 
viously published. 


MC 53841 (Sub-11TA), filed July 19, 


1978. Applicant: W. H. CHRISTIE & 
SONS, INC., a New York corporation, 
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Box 517, East State Street, Knox, PA 
16232. Representative: John A. Pillar, 
Attorney at Law, 205 Ross Street, 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products and related adver- 
tising materials when moving in 
mixed shipments with the above speci- 
fied commodities (except commodities 
in bulk) from the facilities of Witco 
Chemical Corp. located in Bradford 
and Petrolia, PA to points in IL, IN 
and MI, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: Witco Chemical Corp., 77 North 
Kendall Avenue, Bradford, PA 16761. 
Send protests to: John J. England, Dis- 
trict -Supervisor, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 2111 Federal Building, 1000 Lib- 
erty Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15222. 


MC 61977 (Sub-10TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: ZERLE TRUCKING 
CO., a Ohio corporation, 2400 Eighth 
Avenue, P.O. Box 5628, Huntington, 
WV 25703. Representative: John M. 
Friedman,, 2930 Putnam Avenue, Hur- 
ricane, WV 25526. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Pipe, fittings, valves, hydrants 
and accessories used in the installa- 
tion thereof, from the Clow Corp. at 
Buckhannon, WV to points in CT, IL, 
IN, MD, MA, NY, OH, PA, and VA, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 


of operating authority. Supporting 
shipper: Michael G. Joswiak, Manager, 
Rates and Services, Clow Corp. 1211 
W. 22nd Street, Oak Brook, IL 60521. 
Send protests to: Miss Francis A. Cic- 


carello, Secretary, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 3108 Federal 
Office Building, 500 Quarrier Sireet, 
Charleston, WV 25301. 


MC 103066 (Sub-75TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: STONE TRUCKING 
CO., 4927 S. Tacoma, P.O. Box 2014, 
Tulsa, OK 74101. Representative: C. L. 
Phillips, Room 248, Classen Terrace 
Building, 1411 N. Classen, Oklahoma 
City, OK 73106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Meats, meat products, meat 
by-products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in 
sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carri- 
er Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except hides and skins and commod- 
ities in bulk) from the facilities uti- 
lized by John Morrell & Co., at or near 
Fort Smith, AR to Chicago, IL and its 
commercial zone. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 


90 days of operating authority. Sup-- 


porting shipper: John Morrell & Co., 
208 South LaSalle, Chicago, IL 60604. 
Send protests to: Connie Stanley, 
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Transportation Assistant, Room 240 
Old Post Office & Court House Build- 
ing, 215 Northwest 3rd, Oklahoma 
City, OK 73102. 


MC 105269 (Sub-67TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: GRAFF TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., 2110 Lake Street, 
Box 986, Kalamazoo, MI 49005. Repre- 
sentative: James W. Muldoon, 50 West 
Broad Street, Columbus, OH 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are manufac- 
tured, processed, distributed, or dealt 
in, by manufacturers or converters of 
paper and paper products, except in 
bulk, from Chillicothe, OH to points in 
lower peninsula of MI, for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
ing authority. Supporting shipper: 
The Mead Corp., Mead World Head- 
quarters, Courthouse Plaza Northeast, 
Dayton, OH 45463. Send protests to: 
Cc. R. Flemming, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Room 225 Federal Building, Lansing, 
MI 48933. 


MC 111231 (Sub-242TA), filed July 
19, 1978. Applicant: JONES TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 610 East Emma Avenue, 
Springdale, AR 72764. Representative: 
Don A. Smith, 510 North Greenwood, 
P.O. Box 43, Fort Smith, AR 72902. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Plastic film or sheeting, bags, aprons 
and gloves from Griffin, GA and 
Dallas, TX to points in CO, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Resinite De- 
partment of the Borden Chemical Co., 
Division of Borden, Inc., 1 Clark 
Street, North Andover, MA 01845. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
William H. Land, Jr., 3108 Federal 
Office Building, 700 West Capitol, 
Little Rock, AR 72201. 


MC 112963 (Sub-77TA), filed June 
16, 1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of August 11, 1978, and 
republished as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: ROY BROS. INC., 764 Boston 
Road, Pinehurst, MA 01866. Repre- 
sentative: Leonard E. Murphy, 764 
Boston Road, Pinehurst, MA 01866. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Sulfuric acid, (in bulk, in tank vehi- 
cles), from North Haven, CT, to Wal- 
pole, MA, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper: Kendall Co., 95 
West Street, Walpole, MA 02081. Send 
protests to: Paul A. Roberts, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 150 
Causeway Street, Boston, MA 02114. 
The purpose of this republication is to 
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show vehicles in lieu of trailers as pre- 
viously published. 


MC 11445 (Sub-505TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: TRANS-COLD EX- 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 61228, Dallas, 
TX 75261. Representative: J. B. Stuart 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Chemicals, chemical coatings 
and adhesives (except in bulk) in vehi- 
cles equipped with mechanical refrig- 
eration from Euless, TX to points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Reli- 
able Coatings, Inc., 13108 Euless 
Street, Euless, TX 76039. Send pro- 
tests to: Opal M. Jones, Transporta- 
tion Assistant, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 1100 Commerce Street, 
Room 13C12, Dallas, TX 75242. 


MC 115215 (Sub-32TA), filed July 6, 
1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of September 1, 1978 as 
MC 115214 (Sub-32TA), and repub- 
lished as corrected this issue. Appli- 
cant: NEW TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 639, Perry, FL 32347. Representa- 
tive: Sol H. Proctor, 1101 Blackstone 
Building, Jacksonville, FL 32202. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Poles and 
cross ties, from Gainesville, FL, to 
Mobile, AL, for 180 days. Applicant 
has also filed an underlying ETA seek- 
ing up to 90 days of operating authori- 
ty. Supporting shipper: Koppers Co., 
Inc., 850 Koppers Building, Pitts- 
burgh, PA 15219. Send protests to: G. 
H. Fauss, Jr., District Supervisor, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, Box 35008, 400 
West Bay Street, Jacksonville, FL 
32202. 


MC 115651 (Sub-42TA), filed June 
30, 1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of August 24, 1978, and 
republished as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: KANEY TRANSPORTA- 
TION, INC., 7222 Cunningham Road, 
Rockford, IL 61102. Representative: 
Robert D. Higgins (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer solutions, in bulk, in tank 
trucks, from the facilities of Kaiser 
Ag-Chemical Plant at or near Cordova, 
IL to points in IA and WI, for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting ship- 
per: G. W. Olson, Distribution Coor- 
dinator, Smith-Douglass Division of 
Borden Chemicals, Borden, Inc., 5100 
Virginia Beach Boulevard, P.O. Box 
419, Norfolk, VA 23501. Send protests 
to: Lois M. Stahl, Transportation As- 
sistant, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Room i386, Chicago, IL 60604. The 
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purpose of this republication is to 
show territorial scope as previously 
omitted. 


MC 118745 (Sub-21TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: JOHN PFROMMER, 
INC., P.O. Box 307, Douglassville, PA 
19518. Representative: Theodore Poly- 
doroff, 1307 Dolley Madison Boule- 
vard, Suite 301, McLean, VA 22101. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Lime, in 
bulk, in pheumatic tank vehicles, from 
the facilities of the Warner Co., at or 
near Devault, PA to Aurora, NC, 
under a continuing contract or con- 
tracts with the Warner Co., for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting ship- 
per: Warner Co., 1721 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103. Send protests 
to: T. M. Esposito, Transportation As- 
sistant, 600 Arch Street, Room 3238, 
Philadelphia, PA 19106. 


MC 119789 (Sub-471TA), filed May 
22, 1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of July 3, 1978, and re- 
published as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: CARAVAN REFRIGERATED 
CARGO, INC., P.O. Box 226188, 
Dallas, TX 75266. Representative: 
Lewis Coffey (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such articles as are dealt in by whole- 
sale and retail grocery houses from 
the facilities of Southern States Dis- 
tribution, Inc., at Memphis, TN to 
points in AL, AR, MS, LA, FL, TN, and 
KY on and west of U.S. Hwy 31E and 
points in MO, on and south of U.S. 
Hwy 66, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: Southern States Distribution, 
Inc., 1655 Panama Street, Memphis, 
TN 38108. Send protests to: Opal M. 
Jones, Transportation Assistant, Inter- 
state ‘Commerce Commission, 1100 
Commerce Street, Room _  13C12, 
Dallas, TX 75242. The purpose of this 
republication is to show MS in lieu of 
MA as previously published. 


MC 123056 (Sub-7TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: FREDONIA TRUCK 
LINE, INC., Highway 96 and Jackson 
Street, Fredonia, KS 66736. Repre- 
sentative: Laurel D. McClellan, P.O. 
Box 478, Fredonia, KS 66736. Authori- 
ty sought to operate as a contract car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wheat midds, 
from Coffeyville, KS to points in AR, 
MO (except St. Louis) and OK, for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting ship- 
per: Independent Mills, Inc., Suite 333, 
4800 Main Street, Kansas City, MO 
64112. Send protests to: M. E. Taylor, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com- 


NOTICES 


merce Commission, 101 Litwin Build- 
ing, Wichita, KS 67202. 


MC 129193 (Sub-4TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: TARPON TRANS- 
PORTATION, INC., 4010 Adamo 
Drive, Tampa, FL 33605. Representa- 
tive: Richard B. Austin, Suite 214, 
Palm Coast II, 5255 N.W. 87th Avenue, 
Miami, FL 33178. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and 
B_ explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir- 
ing special equipment) which are at 
the time moving on bills of lading of 
freight forwarders, between Tampa, 
FL, on the one hand, and on the other, 
Collier and DeSoto Counties; FL, for 
180 days. There is no environmental 
impact involved in this application. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
ing authority. Supporting shipper: 
Florida-Texas Freight, Inc., 11405 
Northwest 36 Avenue, Miami, FL 
33167. Send protests to: Donna M. 
Jones, Transportation Assistant, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Monte- 
rey Building, Suite 104, 8410 N.W. 
53rd Terrace, Miami, FL 33166. 


MC 133655 (Sub-115TA), filed June 
26, 1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of August 24, 1978, and 
republished as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: TRANS-NATIONAL TRUCK, 
INC., P.O. Box 31300, Amarillo, TX 
79120. Representative: Warren L. 
Troupe, 2480 E. Commercial Boule- 
vard, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Dry animal 
feed, (except in bulk), from the facili- 
ties of Sunshine Feed Mills, Inc., at 
Red Bay, AL, and Tupelo, MS, to 
points in AL, AR, CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, 
IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, MI, 
MN, MS, MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, NC, 
ND, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, TN, TX, VT, 
VA, WV, WI, and DC, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Sunshine Feed 
Mills, Inc., P.O. Drawer S, Red Bay, 
AL 35582. Send protests to: Haskell E. 
Ballard, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, Box F-13206 Federal Build- 
ing, Amarillo, TX 79101. The purpose 
of this republication is to show the 
complete scope of the application. 

MC 136818 (Sub-31TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: SWIFT TRANSPOR- 
TATION COMPANY, INC., 335 W. 
Elwood Road, P.O. Box 3902, Phoenix, 
AZ 85030. Representative: Donald Fer- 
naays, 4040 E. McDowell Road, Phoe- 
nix, AZ 85008. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Composition prepared roofing 


from Pittsburgh, CA to points in UT 
and ID, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper: Johns-Manville 
Sales Corp., 2600 Campus Drive, San 
Mateo, CA 94403. Building Specialties 
Wholesale, 8620 Franklin Road, Boise, 
ID 83705. Send protests to: Andrew V. 
Baylor, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 2020, 
Federal Building, 230 North First 
Avenue, Phoenix, AZ 85025. 


MC 138875 (Sub-98TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY, An Idaho 
Corporation, 11900 Franklin Road, 
Boise, ID 83705. Representative: F. L. 
Sigloh, Executive Vice President, 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Roofing and roof- 
ing materials, and materials, and ac- 
cessories (except in bulk) from San 
Antonio, TX to points in Ada, Canyon 
and Elmore Counties, ID, for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
ing authority. Supporting shipper: 
Western Wholesale and Supply Corpo- 
ration, 2717 Fletcher, Boise, ID 83706. 
Send protests to: Barney L. Hardin, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Suite 110, 1471 
Shoreline Drive, Boise 83707. 


MC 140729 (Sub-E3TA), filed May 
31, 1978, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of July 21, 1978, and re- 
published as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: RUSS EDIGER TRUCKING, 
INC., 4001 Martindale Road, Sioux 
Falls, SD 57107. Representative: M. 
Mark Menard, 5301 No. Cliff, P.O. Box 
480, Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dairy products as 
described in Section B of Appendix I 
to the report in descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
supplies used in the production and 
distribution of dairy products, between 
Sioux Falls, SD and points in North 
Dakota under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Terrace Park Dairy, 
Sioux Falls, SD, for 180 days. Support- 
ing Shipper: Terrace Park Dairy, 1501 
West Tenth Street, Sioux Falls, SD. 
Send protests to: J. L. Hammond, Dis- 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 455 Federal Building, Pierre, SD 
57501. The purpose of this republica- 
tion is to show North Dakota as previ- 
ously omitted. 


MC 140902 (Sub-4TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: DPD, INC., 3600 N.W. 
82nd Avenue, Miami, FL. Representa- 
tive: Francis W. McInerny, 1000 Six- 
teenth Street, N.W., Washington, DC 
20036. Authority sought to operate as 
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a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Motor vehicle parts, components, ma- 
chinery, equipment or parts, materials, 
supplies, advertising materials and 
equipment, materials and supplies uti- 
lized in the manufacture thereof be- 
_ tween points in the states of AL, AR, 
CO, DE, DC, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, KS, 
KY, LA, MD, MI, MN, MS, MO, MT, 
NE, NM, NC, ND, OK, SC, SD, TN, 
TX, UT, VA, WV, WI, and WY, under 
a continuing contract or contracts 
with Chrysler Corporation, Service 
and Parts Division, restricted to trans- 
portation of shipments moving to, 
from or between manufacturing, ware- 
houses, franchised dealers, and other 
facilities used by Chrysler Corpora- 
tion, Service and Parts Division. There 
is no environmental impact involved in 
this application. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Sup- 
porting Shipper: Chrysler Corpora- 
tion, 26311 Lawrence Avenue, Center 
Line, MI 48015. Send protests to: 
Donna M. Jones, Transportation As- 
sistant, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Monterey Building, Suite 101, 
8410.N.W. 53rd Terrace, Miami, FL 
33166. 


MC 140902 (Sub-5TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: DPD, INC., A Florida 
Corporation, 3600 N.W. 82nd Avenue, 
Miami, FL. 33152. Representative: 
Francis W. McInerny, 1000 Sixteenth 
Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20036. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Tires, tire 
parts, inner tubes, inner tube parts, 
wheels; with mounted tires or without 
tires and equipment, materials, and 
supplies used and useful in the manu- 
facture, distribution or repair thereof 
between points in the states of AL, 
AR, CT, DE, DC, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, 
KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, 
MS, MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, NC, ND, 
OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, TX, VT, 
VA, WV, and WI, for 180 days. The op- 
erations authorized herein are limited 
to a transportation service to be per- 
formed under a continuing contract or 

‘contracts with Firestone Tire and 
Rubber Company. There is no envi- 
ronmental impact involved in this ap- 
plication. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 
of operating authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): The Firestone Tire and 
Rubber Company, 1200 Firestone 
Parkway, Akron, OH 44317. Send pro- 
tests to: Donna M. Jones, Transporta- 
tion Assistant, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Monterey Building, Suite 
101, 8410 N.W. 53rd Terrace, Miami, 
FL 33166. 


MC 141621 (Sub-2TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: CHARLES ORTIZ, 
311 Soundview Avenue, Bronx, New 


NOTICES 


York 10473. Representative: John H. 
Caldwell, Peter A. Greene, 900 17th 
Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: (a) bread 
from the bakery of Denk Baking 
Corp., Brooklyn, NY to _ Easton, 
Emmaus, and Reading, PA and Wil- 
mington, DE, and (b) return move- 
ment of empty bread racks from 
Easton, Emmaus and Reading, PA and 
Wilmington, DE to the bakery of 
Denk Baking Corp., Brooklyn, NY 
under a continuing contract or con- 
tracts with Denk Baking Corp. for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 30 days 
operating authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Denk Baking Corp., 495 
Flatbush Avenue, Brooklyn, NY 11225. 
Send protests to: Maria B. Kejss, 
Transportation Assistant, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 26 Federal 
Plaza, New York, NY 10007. 

MC 144244 (Sub-3TA), filed June 29, 
1978, and published in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER issue of August 24, 1978, and 
republished as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: CRESTON TRANSPORTA- 
TION, INC., East Highway 34, Cres- 
ton, IA 50801. Representative: Frank 
W. Davis, Jr., 2600 Ruan Center, Des 
Moines, IA 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Feed and feed ingredients 
from points in AR, MN, SD, ND, NE, 
KS, MO, and IL, to Creston and 
Benton, IA; (2) -Seed from points in 
MN, ND, SD, NE, and MO, to Creston, 
IA; (3) Fertilizer dry and fertilizer 
liquid, from points in AR, MN, NE, 
KS, MO, and IL to -Creston and 
Benton, IA; (4) Liquified petroleum 
gas, from points in NE, KS, and MO, 
to Creston, IA; and (5) Steel products, 
from points in MN, KS, and IL, to 
Creston and Benton, IA, under a con- 
tinuing contract or contracts with 
Farmers Cooperative Co., for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat- 
ing authority. Supporting shipper: 
Farmers Cooperative Co., 1101 West- 
view Drive, Creston, IA 50801. Send 
protests to: Herbert W. Allen, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 518 
Federal Building, Des Moines, IA 
50309. The purpose of this republica- 
tion is to correct part (1) to read 
points in AR and to correct part (3) to 
read AR and MN as previously pub- 
lished. 

MC 144408 (Sub-1TA), filed July 19, 
1978. Applicant: DICK HUIZENGA, 
d.b.a.. DICK HUIZENGA TRUCK- 
ING, 2882 Pomona Boulevard, 
Pomona, CA 91766. Representative: 
Dick Huizenga (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
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over irregular routes, transporting: 
Animal feed, in bulk, from Serape, AZ 
to Los Angeles and San Bernardino 
Counties, CA, under a continuing con- 
tract or contracts with Amstar Corp., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Amstar Corp., 50 California Street, 
San Francisco, CA 94111. Send pro- 
tests to: Irene Carlos, Transportation 
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Room 1321 Federal Building, 
300 North Los Angeles Street, Los An- 
geles, CA 90012. 


By the Commission. 


H. G. HoMME, Jr., 
Acting Secretary, 
{FR Doc. 78-27187 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


[Docket No. AB-10 (Sub-No. 10)] 


WABASH RAILROAD CO. AND NORFOLK AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 


Abandonment Portion of Moberly Division 
and—Abandonment of Trackage Rights and 
Joint Trackage—Over Connecting Lines in 
the Counties of Brown, Adams, and Hancock, 
lll., and City of Keokuk, lowa; Findings 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section 1a(6)(a) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6)(a)) that by 
a decision entered on February 1, 1978, 
and the decision of the Commission, 
Division 2, served June 13, 1978, which 
adopted the decision of the Adminis- 
trative Law Judge, which is adminis- 
tratively final, stating that, subject to 
the conditions for the protection of 
railway employees described by the 
Commission in Oregon Short Line R. 
Co.—Abandonment Goshen, 354 I.C.C. 
584 (1978), the present and future 
public convenience and _ . necessity 
permit the abandonment by the 
Wabash Railroad Co. and Norfolk and 
Western Railway Co. of (1) 54.5 miles 
of owned railroad between railroad mi- 
lepost 479.0, Versailles, and railroad 
milepost 553.5, Elvaston, in Brown, 
Adams, and Hancock Counties; (2) 
trackage rights over Burlington North- 
ern Inc. (BN) between Quincy and 
Golden, 28.4 miles in Adams County: 
(3) trackage rights over the Toledo, 
Peoria, and Western Railroad Co. (T 
P. & W.) between Elvaston and Hamil- 
ton, Ill., 6.5 miles in Hancock County; 
(4) trackage rights over the Keokuk 
and Hamilton Municipal Bridge Co. 
across the Mississippi River, 7 miles; 
(5) trackage rights over the Keokuk 
Union Depot Co. in Keokuk, Iowa, 0.25 
miles; and (6) operation over 0.58 miles 
of trackage in Hamilton which is joint- 
ly owned by applicants and T. P. & W. 
A certificate of abandonment will be 
issued to the Wabash Railroad Co. and 
Norfolk and Western Railway Co. 
based on the above-described finding 
of abandonment, 30 days after publica- 
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tion of this notice (October 27, 1978), 
unless within 30 days from the date of 
publication, the Commission further 
finds that. 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has 
offered financial assistance (in the 
form of a rail service continuation 
payment) to enable the rail service in- 
volved to be continued; and 

(2) It is likely that such proffered as- 
sistance would: (a) Cover the differ- 
ence between the revenues which are 
attributable to such line of railroad 
and the avoidable cost of providing 
rail freight service on such line, to- 
gether with a reasonable return on the 
value of such line, or (b) cover the ac- 
quisition cost of all or any portion of 
such line of railroad. 


NOTICES 


If the Commission so finds, the issu- 
ance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is 
necessary to enable such person or 
entity to enter into a binding agree- 
ment, with the carrier seeking such 
abandonment, to provide such assist- 
ance or to purchase such line and to 
provide for the continued operation of 
rail services over such line. Upon noti- 
fication to the Commission of the ex- 
ecution of such an assistance or acqui- 
sition and operating agreement, the 
Commission shall postpone the issu- 
ance of such a certificate for such 
period of time as such an agreement 
(including any extensions or modifica- 
tions) is in effect. Information and 
procedures regarding the financial as- 


sistance for continued rail service or 
the acquisition of the involved rail line 
are contained in the Notice of the 
Commission entitled “Procedures for 
Pending’ Rail Abandonment Cases” 
published in the FepEerRaL REGISTER on 
March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691, as 
amended by publication of May 10, 
1978, at 43 FR 20072. All interested 
persons are advised to follow the 
instructions contained therein as well 
as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced decision. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 78-27189 Filed 9-26-78; 8:45 am]- 
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[6351-01] 
1 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION. 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Vol. 43, No. 185, Friday, September 22, 
1978, page 43083. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF THE MEETING: 10 
a.m., September 26, 1978. 


CHANGES IN THE MEETING: 


Delete: 

1. Final rule imposing of temporary mora- 
torium on the offer and sale of leverage con- 
tracts. 

2. Proposed Federal Register release seek- 
ing public comment concerning the inter- 
pretation of contracts of sale of commodity 
for future delivery within the meaning of 
the Commodity Exchange Act. 


(S-1963-78 Filed 9-25-78: 2:46 pm] 


[6570-06] 
2 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU- 
NITY COMMISSION. 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
S-1929-78. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: 2:30 p.m. 
(eastern time), Tuesday, September 
26, 1978. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: 


The following matter is added to the 
open portion of the meeting: 


Private Bar Program; Recommended 
Grant Recipient to Administer Loan Fund. 

A majority of the entire membership of 
the Commission determined by recorded 
vote that the business of the Commission 


required this change and that no earlier an- 
nouncement was possible. 


IN FAVOR OF CHANGE: 


Eleanor Holmes Norton, Chairman. 
Daniel E. Leach, Vice Chairman. 
Ethel Bent Walsh, Commissioner. 


PROPOSED: None. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Marie D. Wilson, Executive Officer, 
Executive Secretariat, at 202-634- 
6748. 


This notice issued September 22, 
1978. 


{S-1956-78 Filed 9-25-78; 10:01 am] 


[6715-01] 
3 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIS- 
SION. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 
1930. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED DATE 
AND TIME: Wednesday, September 
27, 1978 at 10 a.m. 


CHANGE IN MEETING: The above 
scheduled meeting has been canceled. 


PERSON TO CONTACT FOR IN- 
FORMATION: 


Mr. David Fiske, Press Officer, 202- 
523-4065. 


NO. FR-9- 


MARJORIE W. EMMONS, 
Secretary to the Commission. 


{(S-1960-78 Filed 9-25-78; 11:19 am] 


[6210-01] 


4 


BOARD UF GOVERNORS OF THE 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 


TIME AND DATE: 11:30 a.m., 
Monday, September 18, 1978. The 
business of the Board required that 
this meeting be held with less than 1 
week’s advance notice to the public, 
and no earlier announcement of the 
meeting was practicable. 


PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20551. 
STATUS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


Proposed legislation dealing with re- 
serve requirements. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, Assistant to 
the Board, 202-452-3204. 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 


{S-1957-78 Filed 9-25-78; 10:01 am] 


[f210-01] 
5 


BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 


TIME AND DATE: 11 a.m., Friday, 
September 29, 1978. 


PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20551. 


STATUS: Closed. 
MATTERS T'O BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Personnel actions (appointments, pro- 
motions, assignments, reassignments, and 
salary actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

2. Proposed purchases, under competitive 
bidding and/or by contractual negotiation, 
of computer equipment within the Federal 
Reserve System. 

3. Proposed building program for the 
Jacksonville Branch of the Federal Reserve 
Bank of Atlanta. 

4. Any agenda items carried forward from 
a previously announced meeting. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, Assistant to 
the Board, 202-452-3204. 


Dated: September 21, 1978. 
GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{S-1958-78 Filed 9-25-78; 10:01 am] 


[7710-12] 
6 


U.S. POSTAL SERVICE, BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS. 


NOTICE OF COMMITTEE MEETING 


The Committee on Postal Rates of 
the Board of Governors of the U.S. 
Postal Service, pursuant to the bylaws 
of the Board (39 CFR 5.2, 7.5) and the 
Government in the Sunshine Act (5 
U.S.C. 52b), hereby gives notice that it 
intends to hold a meeting at 8 a.m. on 
Tuesday, October 3, 1978, in the 
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Postal Service Conference Room, 
Second Floor, Room 2055, Federal 
Building, 151 Forest Avenue, Portland, 
Maine. The meeting is open to the 
public. Requests for information about 
the meeting should be addressed to 
the Secretary of the Board, Louis A. 
Cox, at 202-245-4632. 

The Committee will discuss the Rec- 
ommended Decision of the Postal Rate 
Commission of August 9, 1978, to 
reject certain proposals for separate 
rates for daily newspapers (Docket No. 
MC76-2). 

Louis A. Cox, 
Secretary. 


{S-1961-78 Filed 9-25-78; 2:46 am] 


[7710-12] 
7 


U.S. POSTAL SERVICE, BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS. 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Board of Governors of the U.S. 
Postal Service, pursuant to its bylaws 
(39 CFR 17.5) and the Government in 
the Sunshine Act (5 U.S.C. 552b), 
hereby gives notice that it intends to 
hold a meeting at 8:30 a.m. on Tues- 
~ day, October 3, 1978, in the Postal 
Service Conference Room, Second 
Floor, Room 2055, Federal Building, 
151 Forest Avenue, Portland, Maine. 
The meeting is open to the public. The 
Board expects to discuss the matters 
stated in the agenda which is set forth 
below. Requests for information about 
the meeting should be addressed to 
the Secretary of the Board, Louis A. 
Cox, at 202-245-4632. 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


AGENDA 


1. Minutes of the previous meeting. 

2. Remarks of the Postmaster General. 

(In keeping with its consistent practice, 
the Board's agenda provides this opportuni- 
ty for the Postmaster General to inform the 
members of miscellaneous current develop- 
ments concerning the Postal Service. He 
might report, for example, the appointment 
or assignment of a key official, or the effect 
on postal operations of unusual weather or 
a major strike in the transportation indus- 
try. Nothing that requires a decision by the 
Board is brought up under this item.) 

3. Special Report on Christmas Mail Prep- 
arations. 

(Mr. Conway, Deputy Postmaster Gener- 
al, will report on Postal Service prepara- 
tions for the Christmas mailing season.) 

4. Report of the Regional Postmaster 
General. 

(Mr. Jellison, Regional Postmaster Gener- 
al, will report on postal conditions in the 
Northeastern Region.) 

5. Report on the Portland, Maine, District, 
and Management Sectional Center. 

(Mr. Peter P. Goodman, District Manager, 
Portland District, and Mr. Alfred V. Cash- 
man, Sectional Center Manager/Postmas- 
ter, will brief the Board on performance in 
the District and Management Sectional 
Center, respectively. Informational brief- 
ings of this kind are customary at Board 
meetings outside of Washington, D.C. They 
are included on the agenda for the instant 
meeting for the convenience of the Board.) 

6. Capital Investment Project, Long 
Beach, Calif. 

(Mr. Biglin, Senior Assistant Postmaster 
General, will present a proposed project for 
a new General Mail Facility and Vehicle 
Maintenance Facility at Long Beach.) 

7. Recommended Decision of the Postal 
Rate Commission on a proposal for changes 
in the Mail Classification Schedule. 

(The Governors will consider the Recom- 
mended Decision of August 9, 1978, to reject 
certain proposals for separate rates for daily 
newspapers (Docket No. MC76-2).) 


8. Review of Capital Investment Program. 

(Mr. Biglin will review the general status 
of, and accomplishments under, the Postal 
Service’s Capital Investment Program.) 

9. Review of Public Affairs and Communi- 
cations Program. i 

(Mr. Duka, Assistant Postmaster General, 
Public and Employee Communications De- 
partment, will report on developments in 
the communications area.) 


Louts A. Cox, 
Secretary. 


(S-1962-78 Filed 9-27-78; 8:45 am] 


[6735-01] 


SEPTEMBER 25, 1978. 
FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND 
HEALTH REVIEW COMMISSION. 
TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., October 4, 
1978. 


PLACE: Room 600, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 


STATUS: This meeting will be open. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 1. 
Amendments to the Commission’s in- 
terim procedural rules found in 29 
CFR Part 2700; and 2. Consideration 
of all pending petitions for discretion- 
ary review filed between March 8 and 
September 7, 1978, filed with the Com- 
mission. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Mr. Philip Paschall, 202-632-4770. 


JEROME WALDIE, 
Chairman, Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Review Commis- 
sion. 


(S-1964-78 Filed 9 25 78; 3:55 pm] 
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